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A new Onvre rn Counctt, coming into operation on | 
late the | 


the Ist of March next, has been issued, to re 


administration of justice among all British subjects and | 


persons enjoying er es a protection; resident in 
or resorting to the Ottoman dominions. It provides for 
the constitution of a Supreme Consular Court at Con- 
stantinople, and of provincial consular courts ; specifies 
the powers and qualifications of juries and assessors, 
and the jurisdiction and authority of the consular 
courts in dvil and criminal matters; regulates the de- 
tation of offenders, the registration of British sub- 
resident in the Ottoman dominions in a register to 
kept at the various consular districts, the temporary 
on of the property of British subjects dying in 


the Ottoman dominions, the punishment of offences |- 


against any religion established or observed in Turkey, 
suits and proceedings at the instance of foreigners 
against British subjects before the consular Courts, and 
appeals to the Supreme Consular Court and her Majesty 
in council. The Order further grants authority to the 
judge of the Supreme Consular Court to make addi- 
— — for eg of treaties, and the regu- 
ation of procedure, subject to approval by one of her 
—— principal Secretaries oF TState. f 


her Majesty, whether by birth or naturalization, and 
also to all persons enjoying her Majesty’s protection in 
the Ottoman dominions. Subject to the provisions of 
the order, the civil and criminal jurisdiction shall as 
far as circumstances admit “be exercised upon the 
principles of, and in conformity with the common law, 
the rules of equity, the statute law, and other law for 
the time being in force in and for England,” and gene- 
rally according to English procedure; but Ottoman 
customs are to be judicially noticed. The judge of the 


Supreme Consular Court must be either a barrister 


of the order apply'to all subjects of. | 


of seven years’ standing, or have filled the office of |. 


legal vice-consul, or of law secre to the Su- 
preme Consular Court. The legal vice-censul is to 
act as registrar, and will also have summary jurisdiction 
on minor criminal charges. There are minute provi- 
sions about juries as to those who are qualified or 
bound to serve. A jury is to consist of five’ persons, 
who must give a unanimous verdict, and, wherever 
there is a jury, the proceedings must be conducted in 
English. There are also elaborate provisions about the 
jurisdiction of provincial consular courts, and appeals 
to the Supreme Court. We have on several occasions 
called attention to the necessity which existed for such 
a code of law and procedure as contained in this order, 
which is a fair promise of amendment in our consular 
organisation generally, so far as it involves the discharge 
of judicial functions. 

PHOTOGRAPHS AND CARTES DE VISITE are Now so much 
in vogue in social life that it occurs to us whether ever. 
prison might not have among its archives such a boo 
as that which is now to be found on almost every draw- 


ing-room table. There would be little expense in pho- 


tographing every prisoner, and in keeping a record, 
che hy. eaf Greanndly to each portrait, of sub- 
sequent convictions. Such a proceeding would probably 
da the apreiing fashion, but it would certainly 
afford very effectual aid in tracing the career of profes- 
sional criminals. We offer the suggestion to the re- 
cently hs guages commissioners, and al] others who are 
interested in our criminal jurisprudence. 


Mz. Epwarp Savace Bary, Mr. John Henry 
Bolton, Mr. William Strickland Cookson, Mr. Charles 
Kaye Freshfield, Mr. Frederick Halsey Janson, Mr. 


; Henry Lake, Mr. Edward Lawranee, Mr, Joosph May- 
| nard, Mr. Park Nelson, Mr. Frederick Titi Nichol, 
| Mr. William Stephens, and Mr, William Williams, have 
| been appointed examiners for the examination of candi- 
| dates applying to be admitted solicitors, for the year 
| 1863, and the same gentlemen, together with the mas- 
| ters of the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pl 
and Exchequer, and Mr. Ralph Barnes, Mr. John Clay. 
illiam Murray, and Mr. Edward Leigh 
| Pemberton have been appointed examiners, ~ during 
| the present year, for the examination of candidates 
upplying to be admitted attorneys. 


Tue Davorce and Matrimonial Cause List for this 
term contained eighty-eight cases set down for 
of which ten were to be heard by special juries, twenty- 
two by common juries, and the remainder by the J 
Ordinary without juries, There were only two cases 
restitution of conjugal rights, and twelve probate cases, 


ArT THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE NEXT sEsston of 
liament, it is anticipated that an order will ‘be made 
by the Speaker for the printing of the evidence given 
before committees on private bills, and also of ¢ 
td be introduced. It is considered that it would be 
beneficial to the house to have the proceedings on pri- 
vate bills printed instead of being written. 


Lory Curer Justice Ente and Sir Cresswell Cress- 
well, it is rumoured, are about being raised to the House 
of Lords. . 

Mr. Baron Witpe has resumed his judicial duties, 
and appears to have quite recovered from the severe 
indisposition under which he had been suffering since 
the autumn assizes. 

WepnesDAy was THE LAst Day for making deposits 
in respeet of applications for new lines of railway in 
the ensuing session. The amount deposited is esti- 
mated to be about £2,500,000. 

PARLIAMENT was prorogued on the 13th instant to 
the 5th of February, and is then to meet for the dis- 
patch of business. 


Tus Court or Axcurs sat on Monday, but thére 
was not a single advocate present, and only one proctor. 


Mz. Epwus James has again presented himself before 
the public of New York. in rather an unenviable 
position. On the 2nd of the present month, his wife, to 
whom he was married little more than a year ago, ob- 
tained a divorce in the Supreme Court of that State. 


Tue Law Amenpment Society will hold its next 
meeting on Monday, January the 19th, at eight o'clock, 
when the report of the special: committee on “The 
Marriage Laws of the United Kingdom” will be read 
and considered. 


| ton, Mr. 





THE EVIDENCE OF ACCOMPLICES. 


The recent trials of the bank forgers at the Old 
Baily produced nothing particularly interesting to law- 
yers, except the ruling of Mr. Justice Blackburn in 
the case of Cummings, who was indicted separately for 
unlawful possession of bank-note paper. The judge, 
after the evidence for the prosecution was given, with- 
drew the case from the jury, on the ground that the evi- 


witnesses forthe Crown, was insufficient. ’ 

“ As the case stood,” he said, “‘ in aceordance withthe principle 
of law which was opposed to the conviction of 4 man. without 
confirmatory evidence, upon the testimony of persons who 
happened to turn what was called “ King’s evidence,” and who 
had many inducements to endeavour to throw the burden of 
their own guilt upon others, he should deem it to be his duty 
to acquit the prisoner, and he did so entirely on his own re- 
sponsibility.”’ 

The result of this ruling was of course the immediate 
acquittal of the prisoner. This, however, is a matter 
of little importance compared with possible future te- 
sults, in case the doctrine laid down by Mr. Justice 





dence in corroboration of the two approvers, who were - 


* 





; 
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Blackburn receives the general sanction of his judicial 
brethren, It is, certainly, the first time that it has been 
stated so positively, or in such unqualified terms. It is 
one of the oldest and best established rules of English 
law that a particeps criminis may be examined as a wit- 
ness, both in civil and criminal cases. The rule, indeed, 
is founded on obvious grounds of. policy, if not of neces- 
sity. There is no question that in strictness of law a 
prisoner may be convicted on the testimony of a single 
accomplice. Where competent evidence is adduced it is 
for the jury to determine on its effect. No doubt the 
practice has been to direct the jury to, acquit the pri- 
soner, unless the testimony of an accomplice is corrobo- 
rated in material circumstances. 
mitting this kind of evidence were well explained by 
Lord Tenterden upon an important occasion. 

“ Tf ever,” said that able judge, “it should be laid down as a 
practical rule in the administration of justice. that the testimony 
of accomplices should be rejected as incredible, the most mis- 
chievous consequences must n ily ensue; bevause it 
must not only happen that many heinous crimes and offences 
will pass unpunished, but great encouragement will be given 
to bad men, by withdrawing from their minds the fear of de- 
tection and punishment through the instrumentality of their 
partners in guilt, and thereby universal confidence will be 
substituted for that distrust of each other which naturally 
possesses men en d in wicked purposes, and which ope- 
rates as one of the most effectual restraints against the com- 
mission of those crimes, to which the concprrence of several 
persons is required, No such rule is laid down by the law 
of England or of any other country.” 

Such being the reasons for this wholesome rule, it is 
not surprising that our judges have generally been most 
careful in allowing any modification of it. They have 
almost invariably maintained the absolute competency 
of an accomplice as a witness, and have been very slow 
to admit that, in strictness, any confirmation whatever 
of his evidence was necessary for the finding of a jury, 
or to support its verdict. In Atwood v. Robins, Leach 
C. C. L. 521, 3rd ed., the question was referred to the 
consideration of the twelve judges, on the doubt whe- 
ther the evidence of an accomplice, unconfirmed by any 
other evidence that could materially affect the case, was 
sufficient to warrant a conviction, and the judges unani- 
mously there held that the conviction was legal, where- 
upon sentence of death was passed. Re Durham & Crow- 
der, Leach C. C. L. 438, 3rd ed., was another case in which 
it was held that the evidence of an accomplice, al- 
though entirely uncorroborated, might be left toa jury; 
and it has been distinctly decided more than once that 
corroborating evidence of the identity of the prisoner 
is not necessary, nor of even the corpus delicti. 

The judges, however, although they have been care- 
ful to insist upon the competency of an accomplice to 
give evidence, have been in the habit of direeting the 
attention of the jury to the desirableness of testing the 
credibility of such a witness, and it is for this purpose 
generally that the value of confirmatory evidence has 
been insisted upon. ‘This is the reason why j have 
generally refused to specify any particular kind of facts 
or circumstances, as to which corroboration was neces- 
sary, or even desirable. No judge ever laid down the 
rule that there should be confirmation of every mate- 
rial circumstance, for then there would hardly be any 
necessity for making use of the evidence of an approver. 
But it is certainly remarkable that corroboration has 
hot been required as to the identity of the accused, or 
the corpus ,delicti. Nothing more clearly shows that 
the verdict may proceed wholly on the direct evidence 
of the approver, and that any other evidence may be 
used for the p merely of satisfying the jury of 
his credibility. Upon this point trifles li ‘ht as air may 
sometimes be confirmation strong as holy writ, or at 
all events as convincing to a reasonable mind as any 
facts or circumstances within a judicial category. We 
submit that such cases are likely to occur tut rarely, 


and therefore it may be stated, as applicable to the 
majority of cases, that ordinarily the corroboration 


The reasons for ad- , 





should be not merely as to the corpus delicti, but that 
it should go to some circumstance affecting the identity 
of the accused as a participator in the transacticn. — 
Admitting the rule as thus stated to be fairly 
applicable to Cummings’ case, let us see how far Mr. 
ustice Blackburn’s decision falls within it. In that case 
there was the evidence not of one only, but of two ap- 
provers, and, assuming the evidence of one (if credible) 
to be sufficient, it may be asked why the jury should 
not be allowed to test his credibility by the evidence of 
the other? In one or two reported cases, no doubt, 
ju have said that the jury ought not to be satisfied 
with the evidence of accomplices merely, although 
they corroborate each other, and there are unques- 
tionably cases in which it would be unsafe to do: so. 
But this proposition cannot be admitted as having the 
force of a general rule, and even if it had it would not 
vern Cummings’ case, inasmuch as there the evi- 
ence of the approvers was, in fact, corroborated by 
several witnesses in an important particular ; and it is for 
this reason mainly we are convinced that the case should 
have been allowed to go to the jury. Mr, Justice Black- 
burn considers that it was within the functions of the 
judge to decide on the sufficiency of the corroboration. 
e should have thought the question more within the 
province of the jury, having regard tothe general current 
of authority. But if we are wrong it is inly de- 
sirable that the legislature should take some step to pre- 
vent the recurrence of such an acquittal as that which 
Cummings was fortunate enough to obtain, against the 
judge’s own “moral certainty” of the prisoner's guilt. 
According to our notions of the law as it stands at 
present, if the jury were also “morally certain,” upon 
the evidence which had been adduced, there ought to 
have been a verdict of guilty, although the evidence of 
the two approvers was not confirmed in more than one 
important particular. 





THE COMPANIES’ ACT, 1862. 
No. IL 


In a former article* we gave some account of the 
history of the statutory law of companies prior to the 
Consolidating Act of last session. We shall now attempt 
to state shortly some of the leading changes effected by 
the recent statute, although the complications arising 
from constant legislation upon the subject make it ex- 
tremely difficult to be accurate on this subject without 
being prolix. It will take some time and experience of 
the real working of the Act before all. its provisions 
may be easily understood, and it is only by degrees, and 
in detail, that they can become familiar to practitioners. 
At the same time we may promote their acquaintance 
by pointing out some of the more salient features of this 
new code of companies’ law. 

1. It repeals all former Acts relating to the registra - 
tion of companies, or to their *winding-up, saving only 
certain existing rights and liabilities. All these repealed 
Acts are enumerated in a schedule, showing at a glance 
the clearance of the statute book which has been effected 
by the new Act. 

2. It contains a new definition of a “ company,” not in 
express terms, but by implication. The term “joint 
stock company” is no longer used, and insurance and 
banking companies, as well as such commercial joint 
stock companies as were formerly constituted under the 
provisions of the Acts of 1844, 1856-7, are now all in- 
cluded within the operation of the Act of 1862. A modi- 
fication, moreover, has been made in the mode of con- 
stituting a limited company. The liability of members 
may now be limited either to the amount unpaid on 
their shares, or to the extent which they may undertake 
to contribute to the assets of the company in the event 
of its being wound up. The latter is the case of a 
company limited by guarantee. All these different 
companies are brought within the operation of the Act, 
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in accordance with the truer notion of what a company 
really is which has prevailed of late years. The ‘piece- 
meal and unscientific legislation which made arbitrary 
classes of companies produced nothing but confusion, 
and the recent Act is certainly, in this respect, a most 
useful amendment of the law. ° 

3. The Act has not only simplified the constitution 
and classification of companies, but has put an end to 
the injurious conflict of jurisdiction, and consequent un- 
certainty, which arose from giving the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy original jurisdiction in the winding-up of certain 
classes of companies, Henceforth the Court of Chan- 
cery alone will have original jurisdiction in every wind- 
ing-up, and the Court of Bankruptcy will act under its 
direction only. 

4. The provisions of the Act, so far as they affect 
existing companies, will require the closest attention. 
Societies incorporated by charter or by Act of Parlia- 
ment—ez. gr., the Royal Society—which have neither 
capital divided into shares nor any transferable stock, 
cannot be registered under the Act, although they may 
be wound up under: its provisions. ‘Then there is the 
class of companies which ought to have been, but have 
not been, registered under the Acts of 1856-8; the re- 
_—— of these is compulsory under the recent Act. 

he great majority of existing companies—all, indeed, 
except those specially excepted by the Act—may at any 
time register, either as unlimited companies or as 
companies limited by shares, or by guarantee. Particular 
care must be taken to distinguish between the operation 
of the Act in the ease of companies formed and regis- 
tered under the Acts of 1856-8, and those which have 
been registered under them, but formed under a pre- 
vious Act. 

5. All companies registered under the Act are there- 
by incorporated, and all the property of a company on 
its registration vests in the company as incorporated for 
all the estate and interest of the company therein. 

6. Now that the General Order relating to winding-up 
has been issued, the recent Act may, for nearly every 

urpose, be regarded as containing the whole statutory 
aw of winding-up, applicable not only to companies 
registered under its provisions, but those which neither 
are nor can be so registered. 

7. The Act contains no definition of what constitutes 
membership, which Lord Brougham considers a serious 
defect, and characterises as ‘‘a want likely to encourage 
endless litigation.” The Act merely says that subseri- 
bers of the memorandum of association shall be deemed 
to have become members, and upon registration shall be 
entered as members on the registry ; and that after regis- 
tration, whoever has agreed to become a member, and 
whose name is entered on the register as a member, shall 
be deemed to be a member. 





PRACTICAL LAW AFFECTING BILLS OF SALE. 
By FrepErick Stroup, Author of “ The County Court 
Practice in Bankruptcy.” 

No, VII. 

THE REGISTRATION AcT, 

_In this chapter I propose to notice the decisions on the 
Bilis of Sale Act (17 & 18 Vict. c. 36). The requisites for 
registration will be conveniently considered from three 
points of view,— 

I. IN WHAT CASES; 
Il. How ACCOMPLISHED; 
III. THE CONSEQUENCES OF NON-REGISTRATION. 
A bill of sale will require registration according to 
1. Its nature; 
2. Its subject-matter. 
1. The 7th section of the Bills of Sale Act says that 
bills of sale requiring registration are 
Bills of sale; 
Assignments; 


Transfers; 
Declarations of trust without transfer; 





Other assurances of personal chattels; ; 

Powers of attorney, authorities, or licenses to take 
possession of personal chattels as security for any debt. 

(A receipt for the purchase money of baralige! 
schedule is not within any of these words: Hale 
v. The Metropolitan Saloon Omnibus Company, 
7 W. R. 316; Allsop v. me 10 W. R.135. But 
in Phillips v. Gibbins, 5 W. RB. 527, it was held 
that an instrument which recited a sale of goods, 
and then contained a letting of the goods from 
the buyer to the seller, required 
there being no contract between the parties in- 
dependently of this instrument.) 

But the same section says that the following documents 
shall not require registration :— 

Assignments for the benefit of creditors; 

(In Ashford v. Tuite, which was a case in the 
Irish courts on the Irish Act, it was held that an 
assignment for the benefit of creditors, “who 
shall execute these presents within” a certain 
time, was within these words, and did not re- 
quire registration.) 

Marriage settlements; 

(A post-nuptial settlement made in consideration 
of natural love is not within this term, and must 
be registered: Fowler v. Foster, 28 L. J. N.S. 
Q. B. 210. But query, whether a post-nuptial 
settlement, made in execution of an ante-nuptial 
written agreement, would require registration ?) 

Transfers or assignments of any ship or vessel or any 
share thereof; 

Transfers of goods in the ordinary course of business; 

Bills of sale of goods in foreign parts or at sea; 

Bills of lading; 

India warrants; 

Warehouse-keeper’s certificates; 

Warrants or orders for the delivery of goods; 

Any other documents used in the ordinary course of 
business as proof of the possession or control of goods, 
or authorising or purporting to authorise, either’ by en- 
dorsement or delivery, the possessor of such document 
to transfer or receive goods thereby represented. 

2. A bill of sale, of whatever nature it may be, will not 
require registration unless it deals with personal chattels, 
Section 7 of the Bills of Sale Act defines “ personal chat- 
tels” to mean “goods, furniture, fixtures, and other 
articles capable of complete transfer by delivery.” 

The chief, and I believe the only difficulty on this part 
of the Act arises when fixtures come to be dealt with, 
Cases relating to fixtures have been frequently before the 
courts, Where fixtures are incorporated in and have 
become part of the frechold there can be no doubt that an 
assignment of them does not require registration; and on 
the other hand where they are not so incorporated, but 
retain their character as chattels, an assignment of 
fixtures will require registration. These positions are 
sanctioned by all the authorities. But it is in the appli- 
cation of them that the difficulty has been experienced. 
Where the party assigning the fixtures is a mere tenant, 
and assigns them with his stock in trade and such like 
articles, the fact that the fixtures belong to him is suffi- 
cient to show that the fixtures are personalty, and that 
an assignment of them will require registration. So far 
the thing is simple enough; but when the character of 
landlord ‘and tenant, or lessee for a term of years and 
tenant, are united in the same person, the difficulty is at 
once experienced as to what fixtures are incorporated in 
the freehold and what are not. If, indeed, in 
such @ case were assigned without a conveyance being 
made of the assignor’s interest in the land there would be 
no doubt that such an assignment would require 
tion. But where the fixtures have been assigned 
conjupeien ith oo Seanves > 1080 becomes 
to whether the assignment 0; fixtures requires re- 
gistration or not. To endeavour to assist in gre | 

i the authorities. 
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taken to be the leading case on this point. In that tase 
A. mortgaged to B. certain lands, mills, or factories, “and 
all and singular the steam-engine, steam boilers, mill- 
gear, millwright work and machinery, now or hereafter 
to be fixed to the said lands, hereditaments, and premises, 
or any of them or any part thereof;” and it was held (per 
Wood, V.C.) that the articles comprised in the deed were 
erected for the improvement of land and for the more 
beneficial occupation of it, and though only fixed in a quasi- 
permanent manner by screws, or soldered with lead, to the 
soil, were such articles as on the death of the owners 
would go to the heir and not to the executor. The arti- 
cles were accordingly part of the land for the purpose of 
the question before the Court, and therefore an assign- 
ment of them did not require registration. In this case 
there was nothing to indicate that the fixtures and the 
freehold. had been treated as distinct kinds of property. 
But in the subsequent case of Waterfall v. Penistone, 
4 W. R. 726 (in which Mather v. Fraser was cited and 
commented on in the judgment), it was held that where 
the owner of land, with machinery on it (which machinery 
was affixed only for the purposes of trade), made an assign- 
ment of that machinery and a conveyance of the land, 
yet treated the machinery as distinct from the land, such 
an assignment required registration, even though the 
machinery was affixed to the soil. The assignment in 
that case first created a primary charge on the machinery 
in question, distinct from the land; and in a subsequent 
part of the same document there was a secondary charge 
on the equity of redemption in the land itself, and there- 
fore it was held that this was an ‘assignment of the ma- 
chinery as a distinct transaction, and as such, required 
registration. Both these cases came under the review of 
Holroyd (Bank. Com.) in 1857, in Zw parte. Scott and 
Another, Re Brooke. 
executed a mortgage of leaschold premises, “and the 
fixtures therein being trade fixtures as per inventory,” 
it was held that this mortgage did not require regis- 
tration. The learned commissioner held that it made no 
difference whether the mortgage was by the owner of the 
fee or by a leaseholder, and that the result of the whole 
transaction was equivalent to a mortgage of the premises, 
with the machinery in question thereon, and so the deed 
was nota bill of sale. 

I believe these are all the decisions in which the precise 
point was decided; but these cases have interlaced those 
questions as to fixtures which have been recently decided 
on the reputed ownership clause in bankruptcy (s. 125, 
Bankruptcy Act, 1849). If fixtures have been treated by 
a bankrupt simply as chattels, and are, with the consent 
of the true owner, in the possession, order, or disposition of 
the bankrupt at the time of his bankruptcy, they will 
manifestly pass to his assigness, whether they have been 
assigned or not. But when fixtures have been treated 
as being part and parcel of real property, then they are 
no longer chattels, and the reputed ownership clause will 
not apply. Such is the result of the modern authorities. 
(Ze parte Barclay, Re Gawan, 4 W. RB. 80, is the leading 
case on this point; which was followed in Whitmore v. 
Empson, 5 W. R. 217. See also a very full review of the 
authorities hereon in Walmsley v. Milne, 8 W. R. 138.) 
These cases establishing that result throw a strong light 
on the question of registration, and wherever fixtures in- 
cluded in an assignment would pass to a bankrupt’s assig- 
nees, spite of the assignment, then it may be safely said 
that such assignment would require tion. 

On a careful consideration of all the authorities, both 
on the direct point and on the reputed ownership clause 
in bankruptcy, this appears to be the test. If the fixtures 
are incorporated in, and are incident to, and are treated 
as part of land, or a chattel interest in land, an assign- 
ment of them partakes of the nature of that of which 
they are part, and does not require registration; but where 
they are dealt with independently, or chiefly in conjunc- 
tion with personal chattels, they can then only be treated 
as goods, and an assignment of such fixtures will require 
registration. 





In that case Brooke, the bankrupt, 





How REGISTRATION ACCOMPLISHED. 


Due registration will be accomplished by a compliance 
with the prescribed formalities. The formalities for the 
registration of bills of sale are prescribed in sect. 1 of the 
Bills of Sale Aet. Those formalities are that every bill 
of sale, with its schedules, inventories, and attestations, 
or a true copy thereof, shall be filed within twenty-one 
days from its execution, and that accompanying it there 
shall be an affidavit “ of thetime of such bill of sale being 
made or given, and a description of the residence and 
occupation of the person making or giving the same.” 
If, however, the bill of sale be made by any person under 
or in the execution of any process (ea. gr., the sheriff) 
then the affidavit is to contain “a description of the resi- 
dence and occupation of the person against whom such 
process shall have issued.” In every case the affidavit is 
to contain a description of the residence and occupation 
“of every attesting witness” to the bill of sale. 

The first thing to be noticed in the above statement is 
that the affidavit must accompany the bil) of sale or copy. 
In Grindell v. Brendon, 7 W. R. 579, Williams, J., in 
giving the judgment of the Common Pleas, said, “We are 
all of opinion that the Act requires the bill of sale and 
the affidavit to be filed at the same time, and that the 
clerk would not be justified in filing the one without the 
other.” 

It will be noticed that the information to be given on 
registration is to be supplied by the afidavit. The statute 
does not require any particulars from the bill of sale itself 
(Hatton v. English, 26 L. J. N. 8. Q. B. 161, and see par- 
ticularly the judgment of Wightman, J.; see also Pickard 
v. Bretz, 8 W. R. 90; and Mill. and Coll. on Bills of Sale, 
1st ed. 259, 2nd ed. 273). At the same time it will be very 
proper that the bill of sale should correspond with the 
affidavit. 

The information then to be sworn to and supplied by 
the affidavit is,— 

1. The'time when the bill of sale was made: 

2, The description of the residence and occupation of 
the maker; or (where it is given under an execu- 
tion).of the execution debtor: ‘ 

8. The description of the residence and occupation of 
every attesting witness. 

No question has been made, or perhaps could be made, 
on the first of these requirements, but the cases have been 
numerous on the other two. The cases as to the descrip- 
tions required may be considered thus,— 

Who is to be described ? 

Zo what time are the descriptions to relate ? 

How are the descriptions to be framed ? 

Not only the grantor of the bill of sale is to be described, 
but every attesting witness, and if there is more than one 
witness, all the witnesses must be described (Vicholson v. 
Cooper, 27 L. J. N. 8, Ex. 393; and see Bath v. Sutton, 
27 L. J. N. 8. Ex. 388); and the description of the at- 
testing witnesses must be as minutely accurate as that 
of the grantor (Zuton v. Sanoni, 6 W. R. 545). 





EQUITY. 


DEMURRER TO PART OF BILL—SUIT AGAINST BANK- 
ruptT—Partres.—On a demurrer extending to part only 
of a bill, a defence founded on the plaintiff's incapacity 
to sue cannot be raised. 

A bankrupt solicitor is not a necessary party to a 
suit for setting aside a deed alleged to have fraudu- 
lently obtained by him for his own benefit before his 
bankruptcy. 

A-demurrer by a bankrupt solicitor to a gh only of 
a bill filed in such a suit against him and his assignees, 
alleging fraud on his part, without se stating in 
what it consisted, and seeking discovery from him merely 
as incidental to the relief prayed, allowed. 

Semble.—A devise to a testator’s widow “for her sole 
use and benefit,” without the intervention of trustees, 
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does not give her.a separate estate.—-Gilbert vy. Lewis, 
L. C., 11 W. R. 223. 


PaRTNERSHIP— EXPIRATION OF TERM—INJUNCTION.— 
Articles of partnership, after providing that the business 
should be carried on between the partners for seven 
years, contained a proviso that if either partner became 
negligent the active partner might give him notice of 
dissolution, when the negligent partner should be con- 
sidered as quitting the business for the benefit of the 
partner giving the notice; the latter having the option 
of buying the share of the retiring partner on certain 
terms. At the expiration of the seven years the part- 
ners continued the business in the same way’ as pre- 
viously, but without new articles. One of the partners 
having become negligent the other gave him notice of 
dissolution under the articles, when the latter retired 
and started a similar business of his own, using the 
name of the old firm on his circulars, &c. On a bill by 
the partner giving the notice, for an injunction to re- 
strain the use by the defendant of the name of the old 
firm, upon the ground that the retiring partner ought 
to be considered as having quitted the business for the 
benefit of the plaintiff, the Master of the Rolls held 
that the provisions as to’ notice, &c., contained in the 
articles, were only co-extensive with the term fixed by 
such articles, and did not apply to the partnership at 
will, which was created by the carrying on of the busi- 
ness after the expiration of the term, and which might 
be dissolved by either party at his option without an 
specia¥ provision; and the injunction was refused wit 
costs.—Clark v. Leach, M, R., 11 W. R. 227. 


DissOLuTion BY DECREE—INTEREST UPON CAPITAL.— 
Where the Court dissolves a partnership, and directs an 
account of the dealings and transactions, such account is 
to be taken, as to dealings and transactions before the 
decree, upon the principle adopted between the partners 
as evidenced by articles of partnership or by the books, 
and it is not necessary to insert special directions in the 
decree for that purpose. 

In taking the accounts of the dealings and transactions 
after the decree, when the business is carried on for the 
= of being wound up, the previous mode is not to 

regarded, but the accounts are to be taken in the 
ordinary way where there are no articles, and if the 
ies have advanced unequal shares of capital simple 
interest is to be. allowed on the same from the date of 
the decree until the business is finally stopped, and the 
profits are to be divided equally.— Watney v. Wells, M. R., 
11 W. R. 228. 


Wu1—Jomt TENANCY or 1ncome.— Where in a will 
the income of property is given to persons in terms 
sufficient, if standing alone, to create a tenancy in com- 
mon, and there is a gift over of the property upon the 
death of the survivor of such persons, the previous gift 
will be construed as creating joint and not several inte- 
rests.—Pearson v. Cranswick, Cranswick v. Pearson, 
M. R., 11 W. R. 229. 





. COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Woop). 

Lord Egmont v. The Rev. Sir William Lionel Darell.— 
This case, which was commenced on ‘Tuesday afternoon 
and is still in course of argument, bids fair from its sin- 
gular and almost romantic interest to take rank as one of 
the causes célébres of the Court of Chancery. At the presert 
early stage of the proceedings we do not propose to enter into 
a detailed account of this singular litigation or to do more 
than state that the bill, which is filed by the present Earl of 
Egmont, as heir-at-law ot Henry, fifth Karl of Egmont, who 
died in December, 1841, seeks in effect to set aside (or more 
technically speaking 8 an issue to determine the validit 
of) a will made by the late Earl within a few days before his 
death in favour of Sir Edward, then Mr., Tierney, his solicitor 
and agent, receiver and trustee of his estates, ‘and his most 
intimate friend and confidential adviser. The case set up 
in support of the bill is shortly as follows:—-The a aes 
for many years previously and up to the time of his death was 





a person of reckless and intemperate habits, and lived away 
from his family under an assumed name, was completely 
under the influence of Mr. Tierney, who had the complete con- 
trol of the property, to which, subject to some very heavy in- 
cumbrances, the 1 became absolutely entitled upon the 
death of his late father. In the full belief that the 

was, as represented to him by Mr. Tierney, almost 
absorbed by the charges so as to leave little, if any, 

surplus, the Earl in bis last illness made a will giving all his 
property (with the exception of a small annuity and also a 
legacy to his valet) in the most absolute terms to Mr. Tierney, 
his solicitor, Three maiden ladies of the name of Perceval 
were co-heiresses of the late Earl, and the pms his first 
cousin, once removed did not become his Jaw until the 
death of the surviving Miss Perceval in 1860. It'was al 

that the property which was stated to have been 

would after satisfaction of every possible charge leave a clear 
surplus of more than £150,000. Mr. Tierney, who succeeded 
to the baronetey granted to his brother, Sir Matthew, 
died in 1856, and the present bill is filed against his repre- 
sentatives for the purpdse of contesting the validity of the 
late Eari’s will, on the alleged ground of misrepresentation, 
amounting to fraud, as to the value of the property therein 
comprised. Such is the short outline of the plaintiff's case, and 
at the time of going to press the case for the defendants hae 
hardly as yet been o We should add that a simul- 
taneous litigation has instituted in the Irish Court of 
Chancery between the same parties in respect of the devised 
property situate in that country. : 


COMMON LAW. 


(Erxatom.—In our observations upon the case of Parr v. Lillicrap 
anie p« 185, line 7, the word not was inserted _ mistake. It should 
read, “ The plaintiff is deprived of his costs,” ] 

GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL OF CAsEs TO CenTRar Crimt- 
nat Court.—It is not a sufficient for the removal 
of an indictment, under Palmer's Aet (19 & 20 Vict, 
c. 16, 8. 3), for trial at the Central Criminal Court, that, 
on the occasion of the first apprehension of the prisoner, 
ey months hago the oe for trial, certain pas 
and paragraphs ap in some rs 0 
particular ton in whigh the trial would spidey ofa 
nature likely to create prejudice against him, and that 
the case had become matter of conversation among cer- 
tain classes in that town, it not appearing ei#her that 
those papers had a general circulation in the county, or 
that the case had become matter of general conversation 
in the county, as the jurors would be taken from the 
— as well as the town.— Reg. v. Ruston, Q. B., 11 

. Re 209. : 


Bser—To BE DRUNK UPON THE PREMIsES.~~The ap- 
pellant was convicted by justices for that he (being a 
person not duly li to sell beer, cider, and pas 
the keeper of a common inn, alehouse, or victuallio 
house), did sell one pint of beer by retail to be drag 
and consumed in and upon the house and premises 
where sold without having an excise retail licence in 
force authorising him so to do (see sect. 17 of 4& & 
Will. 4, c, 85). The respondent went to the ap 8 
door, and in the appellant's presence for the beer, 
which was brought to him by the appellant’s wife, and 
paid for. The respondent was allowed to drink the beer 
sitting on a form which stood just outside the appellant's 
street door, and touching the wall of the house, and the 
form was wholly or partially upon the appellant’s 
perty. ‘The form had been used for some time 
for people to sit and drink on. Held, that this evidence 
justified the justices in convicting the Ky of selling « 

r tq be drank upon the premises.—Cross ( ) 
v. Watts (Respondent), C.P., 11 W. R. 210. 


Arrorney—Cuance or namE.~—Where an attorney 
made affidavit that for family reasons, and no other, he 
was desirous of changing his name, the Court directed 
the master to indorse the proposed alteration on the roll 
of attorneys, although no royal licence had been ob- 
tained —ZJn re Gimlet, an Attorney, Q. B. 11 W. BR. 210. 
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COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Bance, before Lord Chief Justice CockBurN, 
Justices WigHTMAN, CRoMPTON, and BLACKBURN.) 

Jan, 2.—Ea parte Grosvenor and Another v. An Attorney.— 
Mr. 7. Jones moved fora rule calling upon an attorney to 
show cause why he should rot pay over to the applicants 
certain sum of money. ‘The applicants were executors under 
a will, and they employed the attorney to take out probate, 
giving him in April and June two sums amounting to £164 
3s. 4d. for the payment of the probate duty and certain fees. 
Some delay occurring, application was made to the attorney 
why the probate had not been forwarded. In July the 
applicants received from him the will and probate engrossed 
on unstamped parchment, with a letter stating that he had 
forwarded the document in the same state as he had received 
it from his agent, and promising to make immediate arrange- 
ments for returning the amount he had received for stamp duty 
and fees, and also expressing a hope that time would be given 
to him for carrying out that arrangement, and that no steps 
would be taken against him without first communicating with 
him. The applicants replied by letter, in which they ex- 
pressed their surprise at his conduct, and intimated that 
unless the money was immediately returned proceedings 
would be taken against him. On the 30th of July the 
attorney wrote to Mr. Grosvenor, deeply regretting what had 
occurred, and that he would not attempt to offer any palliation 
of his conduct, adding, “ I leave myself in your hands and your 
solicitor’s, trusting that you will be inclined to look on the 
matter more as an act of indiscretion than dishonesty.” 

The Lorp CuieFr Justice said the learned counsel had 
stated enough to entitle him to a rule. 

Rule granted. 


—— 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Baron Potnock and 
Barons Martin, CHANNELL, and WILDE.) 

Jan, 13,—Caine and another v. Coulson—This was an 
action brought in the Passage Court of Liverpool to recover 
£19 2s., the balance of a debt due by the defendant, who re- 
sided at North Shields, to the plaintiffs, who carried on 
business at Liverpool, for goods sold and delivered. The de- 
fendant pleaded payment, and the proof at the time of payment 
was this:—In answer to a letter sent by the plaintiff's attorney 
to the defendant, requesting him to remit the £19 2s., and 
18s, 4d. for costs, the defendant cent him a bank draft for the 
amount of the balance, but no remittance of the costs. The 
plaintiff’s attorney wrote back saying he could not receive the 
money without the costs, but he did not return the draft, and 
he commenced an-action against the defendant two days after- 
wards, The objection was not to the mode in which the pay- 
ment was made, but to the amount of it, and the learned judge 
of the Passage Court held that there had been proof of payment, 
and the jury found a verdict for the defendant, During last 
term Mr. Milward obtained a rule to set aside the verdict 
for the defendant, and to enter a verdict forthe plaintiff for the 
£19 2s.,and it now came on for argument. 

Mr, C. Russell showed cause against the rule, and 

Mr. Milward having been heard in its support, 

The Court was of opinion that the rule should be dis- 
charged. The defendant was asked to remit the money and 
did remit it, and the fact of remittance was one entirely for 
the jury, who had decided against the plaintiff. When a 
person at a distance was asked to send money the ordinary 
mode of remittance was contemplated, and a bank draft might 
practically be considered as good as cash. There was nothing 
unreasonable in an.attorney saying, “remit me the debt and 
6s. 8d. for my costs,” but all legally due was the debt; and if 
the attorney did not think fit to accept the amount of the debt 
only, he ought to return the draft, leave matters in statu quo, 
and bring his action. There was ample evidence to go to the 
jury on the point, and the verdict ought not to be disturbed, 

Rule discharged. © 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS, 
(Before the Assistant-JUDGE.) 

Some time since attention was called to a system which 
prevailed of touters hanging about the Court as agents of 
solicitors, who in many instances succeeded in obtaining 
from prosecutors their assent to have their cases taken in hand 
by solicitors and counsel, the prosecutors being assured that 
it would be no expense to them, as the costs would be allowed 
out of the county funds. This system was also brought under 





the notice of the learned Assistant-Judge, and the result has 
been that in all suspicious cases his Lordship has questioned 
the prosecutor, and if the answers were not satisfactory he has 
ordered the costs to be disallowed; but still the system has 
been continued. Last week, on the case of two notorious 
thieves being called on a learned counsel was about to examine 
the witnesses, when the learned Judge inquired by whom he 
was instructed, and he said his brief was endorsed with the 
name of a solicitor of the Old Jewry. The Assistant-Judge 
ordered the prosecutor to stand forward, and asked him if he 
had given instructions to any one that his case should be 

r ted by 1, and hesaid that he had not. In answer 
to further questions by the learned judge, he said that a 
solicitor met him at a public-house and invited him to take a 
glass of wine, which he declined, and at the same time wished 
him to sign & paper authorizing him to appear for him, but 
this he refused to do. He gave him no authority whatever to 
appear for him. 

The AssisTanT-JUDGE ordered the solicitor to be called in, 
but no one appeared. 

Mr, Allen, the county solicitor, produced the notice served 
upon the deputy clerk of the peace, which set forth that this 
solicitor had been authorized to appear in the case. 

It was also mentioned by a learned counsel that the same 
person had also served a similar notice, stating that he was 
authorized to appear for the prosecution in another case, 
although Mr. Vann, the solicitor, had served the notices 
some time previously, and he had conducted the case for the 
prosecution when it was before the magistrate, 

The AsstsTant-JUDGE said this was a system that must be 
put a stop to, and that in every case of the kind no costs 
whatever would be allowed. It was time that the county funds 
should be relieved from such charges as these. 


Jan. 7.—William Jackson, blacksmith, was indicted for 
unlawfully attempting feloniously to break and enter the 
dwelling-house of Henry Hyam, with intent to steal the goods 
and chattels therein being. 

Evidence having been given in support of the indictment, 
and the prisoner in his defence having denied that he was the 

erson, 
i Mr. PayNe summed up the evidence with great care, and 
said the important points of the case the prisoner had not 
ventured to explain. 

The jury returned a verdict of Not guilty. 

Mr. Payne.—I do not know on what grounds, but you 
have let loose one of the most accomplished burglars in 
London. 

Lockyer, the prison officer, said the prisoner had only just 
completed a sentence of eighteen months, from the Central 
Criminal Court, for a skeleton-key robbery, and there were 
several other similar convictions against him. 

Mr. Payng.—Prisoner, you may go. You have been most 
fortunate, but you will not find such another jury once again 
in a hundred years. 

The prosecutor said he had lost three days in attending the 
court to prosecute this case, but after such a verdict as that he 
should never attempt to prosecute again. 

The foreman of the jury said they thought that something 
was wanting to complete the case. 

Mr. Payne remarked that the evidence of the prosecutor 
had not been affected in the slightest degree, but he supposed 
the jury did not believe him, 

The prosecutor said he had attended three days to prosecute, 
and for no other purpose than to be told that he was 
not to be believed. After this he should never prosecute, 


again, 








BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


AFFIDAVIT OF DEBTOR VERIFYING DEBTS.— Where the 
inspectors under a deed executed by a debtor pursuant 
to the 192nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, are 
unable, in consequence of the state of the mind of the 
debtor, to obtain from him an affidavit verifying the 
account of debts as required by the rule of 22nd of 
May, 1862, held, per Holroyd, Comm., that upon pro- 
duction of a medical certificate duly verified attesting 
the debtor’s state of health, the affidavit of the solicitor 
conducting the proceedings and his clerk might be ad- 
mitted ia few thereof.—Re Springate, 11 W. R. 219. 





Rerease FRom custopy.—A debtor, ee 
deed, dated 14th of May, 1862, reciting that the debtor 
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was indebted to “the several persons mentioned in the 
schedule thereto,” &c., covenanted to pay “his several 
creditors” 2s. 6d. in the’ pound by instalments. The 
first instalment not ha been paid pursuant to the 


deed, upon the debtor's tion for release the Court 
declines to interfere——Holroyd, Comm., Re Llewellyn, 
11 W. R. 220, : 

Tue Gentixman’s Act.—A registrar of the Court of 


Bankruptcy has no power to t protection to a peti- 
tioner mae the 7 es Vict. Et, the Gentleman’s oe 
and such protection, if allowed, is invalid.—Holroyd, 
Comm,, Re Benthull, 11 W, BR. 220. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Hotrorp,) 

Dee. 10.—In Re James Whittingham-——The bankrupt was 
a baker of Ryde, Isle of Wight. He was adjudicated a bank- 
rupt on the 14th of March, 1861, 0n his own petition, Shortly 
afterwards an order was obtained transferring the case to the 
County coer Newport, Isle of Wight. @ judge of that 
court (Mr. Gale) decided that he had no jurisdiction, and de- 
clined to dispose of the case. The result was that nothing 
was done, and the bankrupt remained in posséssién of his pro- 
perty as before the bankruptcy. 

Mr. C. E, Lewis now applied that under the circumstances 
the order transferring the proceedings might be rescinded, It 
was impossible to obtain’ justice in the County Court. The 
Registrar had sent the proceedings back to this Court with a 
letter which might have been written to any ordinary corres- 
pondent, 

The Commissioner said he could not interfere to rescind the 
order. , 

Mr. C. E. Lewis—What can be done? The creditors are 
held at arm’s length. 

The CoMMISSIONER.—A communication should be made to 
the Lord Chancellor. I have understood that the same learned 
County Court Judge hasdeclined to proceed upon a similar 


case, 

Mr. C. E. Lewis said he did not think the Lord Chancellor 
wouldinterlera except some official communication were made to 
him. The creditors were the real sufferers, and it would not be 
of any use their addressing his Lordship directly. 

The Commissioner said in another ease there had been 
some talk of a mandamus being issued to compel Mr. Gale to 
adjudicate; but he was not aware whether the writ had been 
actually applied fer, : 

Mr. C. E. Lewis.—Creditors cannot understand how when 
they have obtained an order in this court they are compelled to 
go to the Court of Queen’s Bench to enforce it. The amount of 
scandal consequent upon proceedings of this nature is'very 
considerable. 

The Commisstoner.—Really you must not blame us un- 
fortunate people, An order has in this case been made trans- 
ferring the proceedings to the district county’ court, The 





- judge of that court declines to act. I repeat that I cannot 


interfere. The facts should be stated to the Lord Chancellor. 
Correspondence, 

Bankruptcy Acr, 1861—Arrest oF DEBTOR AFTER 
Reoistry or Crepitors’ Deep.—With reference to the com- 
munication in your impression of January 10th, signed “A 
Common Law Clerk,” a case has recently been decided by 
the Lords Justices, and reported in the Weekly Reporter, 
which Will, I think, answer all his questions on this subject. 
I beg, therefore, to refer him to the case of Re Castletan. 10 
W, R. 851. It would appear from “ A Common Law Clerk's” 
statement, that this case is isely similar to his own, and 
the concluding words of Lord Justice Turner will, I think, set 
the matter at rest. Of course it is necessary that the require- 
ments of the 192nd section. be strictly complied with, other- 
wise the same resalt as that in Re Shettle, 11 W. R, 158, will 
ensue. “4 

The question as to what court the application for the release 
of the debtor*is to be made, is, I think, sufficiently answered 
by the case of Re Castletcn, As to what is really required by 
the 192nd section according to recent decisions, I beg to refer 
“A Common Law Clerk” to the following cases:— Walter v. 
Adcock, 10 W. R. 542; Re Shetile, 11 W. BR. 45, 158; Re Raw+ 
lings, 11 W. BR. 157. G. A, C 


—— Ina recent case (Re Castleton, 10.W, R, 851) applica- 
tion for discharge from custody was made to the Court of 





Bankruptcy by a debtor who, having executed a deed pebiny 8 
ment under the Bankruptcy Act, 1961, had obtained a 


under the 198th section of that Act. The Wiesel was 
j t being 


= 


' refused by the Court on the ground that, the 


against the firm of which Mr. Castleton had been a member, 
the judgment-creditor was not bound by she deed, pr oes 
however, the Lords Justices ordered the debtor's 
In this ease the deed had been executed before the 


, was obtained, and there had been an omission to it n bar 
| of the action. It does not appear, however, that the discharge 


was opposed on this ground. A case was lately heard before a 
county court judge, the dircumstances of which were exactly _ 


' parallel to those of Castleton’s case, except that execution was 


levied upon the goods instead of the body of the ¢ 
Thé debtor claimed the goods as protected WG his ce 
whereupon an interpleader summons was issued by the bailiff. 
The judgment being against the firm of which the debtor had: 
been a member, the interpleader was disallowed ‘by the f 
on the ground tliat the claim was not one “ made by § third’ 
party.” The judge refused to hear an application to set aside 
the execntion in respect of the goods of the debtor, who was pro- 
tected by the certificate, and, the goods seized being under the 
value of £20, no appeal could be made. The certificate in 
this case was therefore tically of no avail. Other , 
ments were obtained in the county court, before the exeoutio 
of the deed, against the firm of whieh the debtor was a@ 
member, and these judgments are still unsatisfied, 
of your readers inform me in what manner the debtor can 
himself of the protection ted tq him, in case execution 
issued under any of these judgments? Ls, 

12th Jan., 1863. 

—— I have read in your number of the 10th inst., the letter 
of “ A Common Law Clerk.” He is not the only member of 
the community who marvels at the extraordinary way in 
which the provisions of the New Bankruptcy Act are carried: 
out by the learned judges of the land, more those 
concerning arrangements by deed. The first error was com- 
mitted by the Court of Exchequer in their decision of the case 






of Walter v. Adcock, in which it was held, 1st, that a compo- 


sition deed was not within the 192nd section of the Act of 
1861; and 2nd, that a deed, to be binding on dissentient oredi- 
tors, must purport to be made between the debtor and all his, 
creditors, and not,.as has been the case ever since deeds of 
arrangement were invented, between the debtor of the first 
part and the creditors parties to said deed of the second 
part. How a deed can be made between a party and 

who are no parties thereto, their Lordships have not 

us. Any one, on reading the judgment in the above case, must 
be struck with the insufficiency of the reasons, and the absenes 
of logic therein displayed. 

As stated by your correspondent, it is but too true that shes 
riffs’ officers execute writs of f. fa. and ca. sa. in utter defiance 
of the protection granted by sect. 198 to a debtor w 
registered a deed, and they thereby arrogate to themeel 
right of deciding whether the deed be orbad. An 
rity so arbitrary and absurd was certainly never contem 
by the framers of the Act, which, at least as fer as sect, 
concerned, is made a dead letter. Nay, I know of a 
a fi. fa. was executed after leave to make same avai ! 
been asked and refused by Mr. Commissioner Holroyd id 
when a summons was takey out at chambers to set the 
tion aside, Mr. Justice Willes, feeling bound by.the very 
tisfactory case of Walter v. Adcock, but 
doubts on the point, referved the ease to the full court, 
it has yet to be argued. The point was 
Ig. he. Lardn Joutiogs kn. Sie: Contalen, wine if was 

certificate of registration being py peo 
as in bankruptcy, the latter could not be arrested it 
mained in force. Now, with respect to the question asked 
m 


ait 


ie 


fit 


PIF 


your correspondent as to what court he ust take 
client to obtain his release, should he be arrested. I 
say the Bankraptey Court, decidedly; because, by 
the new Act that Court “ now has, and ‘ 
pose of the Bankruptey Act, all the powers and 
the superior courts of law and equity, &e.” I¢ 
jurisdiction in the matter in question; and, in 
Justices have already affirmed that 
and should the Bankruptoy Court against 
will have the benefit (on appeal) of the opinion 
Chaneelior, which is likely to be much more 
} x peed yyy common law, es thej 
appear present not to 
of the new Act, and s great diversity 
vail among them. 
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The following cases may be referred to by your correspondent 
with advantage—viz., Harris v. Pettit, Re Castleton, Walter 
v. Adcock, Re Rawlings, and Re Shetile. 

City, Jan. 13. A SuBscrIBer, BuT No LawyYEr. 


—_— 


County Court Bankruproy—OrpDer or DiscHaRGE.— 
Will some one amongst your numerous readers tell me if the 
final order of discharge on the £1 stamp should be given to the 
bankrupt or filed in court ? : I. T. &. 





COMPANIES’ LAW. 


Winpine-ur — Contrrsvrory—ForreiturE.—A., a 
shareholder in an insurance company, was served with 
notice of a call. He did not pay the call and was 
threatened with legal proceedings, which were subse- 
quently commenced against him to recover the amount. 
The deed of settlement provided that if any instalment 
of the amount payable upon shares should not be paid 
within a certain time, the shares in respect of which the 
instalment was payable should be ipso facto forfeited to 
the company, and that the directors should, notwith- 
standing such forfeiture, enforce the payment of such 
instalment. In a balance-sheet and report put forward 
by the directors at the time when the forfeiture accrued 
sums were credited to the company as arising from the 
forfeiture of the shares of A. and other defaulting share- 
holders for non-payment of the call. Held, that A. was 
not liable, at the instance of the official manager, to be 
placed upon the list of contributories in respect of the 
shares held by him which* had been clearly treated by 
the directors as forfeited—Re State Fire Insurance 
Company, V. C. W., 11 W. R. 226. 





PATENT LAW. 


Forzien patent.—The 25th section of 15 & 16 Vict. 
c. 83, which prevents a patentee who has patented an 
invention in this country for which a patent has been 
previously obtained in a foreign country, from obtaining 
a prolongation of his English patent after the foreign 
patent has expired, does not apply to a case where the 
foreign patent has been obtained after the English 

tent. . 

Although the idea embodied in a patented invention 
may have been Suggested by the specification of a former 
patent, and the invention may thereby have been, to a 
certain extent, deprived of the merit of originality, yet 
if the inventor is the first to give the idea a practical 
application, his invention that description of 
merit which constitutes one of the grounds for extend- 
ing the term of a patent. 

A foreign patent is an “act of State” within the 
meaning of sect. 7 of the 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99. 

Semble per Cur.—It is the duty of a patentee who 
expects to apply fora prolongation of his patent, to keep 
a patent account distinct from the other business in 
which he may happen to be engaged, so that he may be 
P when the necessity arises to give the clearest 
evidence of everything which he has paid and received 
on account of his patent.—In re Betts’ Patent, Privy 
Council, 11 W. R. 221. 





ECCLESIASTICAL LAW. 


“Essays anp Reviews.”— It is not competent toa 
cler, n of the Church of England, in reviewing a 
My when ‘he either states or professes to give the 
substance of unsound doctrine from the work reviewed, 
to leave his own opinions in the dark. 

The opinions of eminent theologians are not evidence 
of the doctrine of the Church of England, but may be 
relied upon by way of self-defence to show that such 
opinions have been held without censure by members of 
Church of England, provided they have reference to 








the subject-matter under consideration, and to points 
which are left open by the Articles and Formularies. 

In considering a charge of unorthodoxy, the Court 
will decide wee the charge solely by reference to the 
Articles and Formularies, without Se bers to the Holy 
Scriptures, or to the lessons, epistles, and gospels. 

It is not an ecclesiastical offence fora clergyman to 
reject, in the exercise of his right of criticism, certain 
verses or parts of a canonical book of Holy Seri 
as spurious, but he cannot be permitted to reject a 
whole book. 

A general _— that the tendency, object, and de- 
sign of a work published by a clergyman is to inculcate 
a disbelief in the doctrines of the Church of England, 
as contained in the Thirty-nine Articles and the For- 
mularies, is inadmissible. 

Under the general ecclesiastical law the punishment 
of a beneficed clergyman, who is found to have published 
doctrine con to any of the Thirty-nine Articles, is 
in the judicial discretion of the Court. 

In the present case the Court suspended the defendant 
for one year ab officio et beneficio, monished him not to 
offend in like manner in future, and condemned him in 
the costs:—Bishop of Salisbury v. Williams, Court of 
Arches, 11 W. R. 211. 


Under the general ecclesiastical law the punishment 
of a beneficed clergyman who is found to have published 
doctrine contrary to any of the Thirty-nine Articles, is 
within the judicial discretion of the Court. 

In the present case the Court suspended the defendant 
for one year ab officio et beneficio, monished him not to 
offend in like manner in future, and condemned him in 
the costs.—Fendall vy. Wilson, 11 W. R. 217. 





PROBATE. 


Forrian taw.—The certificate of the Hanoverian 
Ambassador, under the seal of the legation; was ad- 
mitted as evidence of the law of Hanover as to the 
validity of a testamentary oS the goods of 
Klingemanp, deceased, 11 W. R. 218. 

ADMINISTRATION AD COLLIGENDA Bona.—A foreigner 
died on a voyage from the Southern States of America 
to England, having in his possession bills of exchange 
drawn upon English houses, and other personal pro- 
perty. He had no relative or agent in England, and in 
consequence of the blockade no communication could 
be had with his family in the Southern States. The 
Court made‘a grant of administration ad colligenda bona 
to the owners of the a in which = had re So 
had taken ion of his personal property found), 
under the 73rd section of the 20 & at Viet. c. 77, the 
Queen’s Proctor having refused to interfere—Jn the 
goods of Wyckoff, deceased, 11 W. R. 218. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tue Common Law LEADERS. 


I fully agree with the suggestion that as regards the banco 
business nothing can be so difficult to carry out as a selection 
of courts, and that as regards the Nisi Prius London and West- 
minster business nothing so easy. In the Court of Common 
Pleas the serjeants used only to be heard, and if a Queen's 
counsel on the Western Circuit led in the trial of an action, a 
serjeant was obliged to move for a new trial; but I admit that 
was a most inconvenient and prejudicial arrangement. As re- 
gards, however, the London and Westminster business, nothing 
of the sort could arise. A Manacine Cierx. 





Tue EXAMINATIONS AND THE MANAGING CLERKS, 

At the time of the issuing of the rules of the 26th of July 
and the 26th of November, 1861, it was felt that a great in- 
justice was done towards this most meritorious body, who had 
been the subject of a section (the 4th) in the Solicitors’ Act, 
1860, the whole effect of which seemed to be destroyed by the 
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rules. Can any one tell your readers if such has turned out 
to be the case? It appears from the annual report of 1861 of 
the Incorporated Law Society (p. 8) that these rales are the 
offspring of the council, and, from p. 5, that thirty-eight man- 
aging clerks had been examined, and thirty-three of them had 
In the annual report of 1862 (p. 8) there is a para- 
graph about the managing clerks, but the same information is 
not given, It appears, however, that of the 113 clerks (man- 
aging or otherwise) who presented themselves at the second 
Soa, aetna ot eed heath ates tania. oom 
ancy) every managing 
who offered himself. As regards ie deacon. 
it seems that seven managing clerks passed out of eight. If 
the absurdity of ‘expecting a managing clerk, who has been 
ten years doing his master’s work, to answer the questions that 
only a school-boy could be expected to answer, is not yet suffi- 
ciently demonstrated, I think that fact ought to be known. I 
fear it is not, Thesilence of the council in the report of 1862 
is sufficiently ominous—their opponents may say that the 
council do not like it to appear how completely they have taken 
advantage of the Legislature and (I may almost say) repealed 
the 4th section by a side wind. I write this with all respect, of 
course to them. A Manaaine CLERK. 





THe Trapp Margs Act, 1863. 

The attention of ppl sang may, I think, be usefully 
called to the recent Act affecting trade marks. I allude to the 
Act of last session. The recital of the Act shows, as it will 
be observed, that it applies to the “sale of merchandise falsely 
marked for the purpose of fraud.” This is clear and intelli- 
gible, showing the Act does not apply to the case of per- 
sons innocently—as may frequently be the case — using 
another’s trade mark. 

The Ist clause of the Act applies to any “ signature, word, 
letter, device, emblem, figure, sign, seal, stamp, diagram, label, 
ticket, or other mark of any other description.” These words 
are, no doubt, sufficiently distinct. and comprehensive to take 
in every species of trade mark used by commercial men; but 
the second clause of the Act—which is in fact the operative 
one—is, as it seems to me, anything but clear; and I beg at- 
tention to this, as the objection bears significantly upon the 
present mode of framing Acts of Parliament, which has long 
been felt to deserve serious consideration. The cases supposed 
by the agcond clause—and which are, I suppose, given as illus- 
trations of its application—are, I venture to say, very ambi- 


guously stated. Fortunately the introductory words of the. 


clause are sufficient, for the purpose of proceedings, so that the 
Act so far is not a failure, 

There are, however, as it seems to me, two defects in the 
Act—viz:— 

1, It does not provide for a registration of trade marks by 
way of notice. 

2. The indemnity clause in respect of costs—the Act giving 
a. defendant full costs—is a check to proceedings. 

The Act is, however, on the whole carefully framed, and 
exhibits a desiré on the part of the Legislature to deal effec- 
tively with this difficult subject. I pass by the penal clauses 
of the Act, as at present they do not seem to gall for any 
especial remark. I venture, however, to say that the measure 
requires additional consideration before it can be satisfactory 
to a country like England, where competition leads commer- 
cial men to what we know as ‘‘colourable imitations,” and to 
an extent which has been—and I think justly—condemned by 
foreigners. 

The object of this letter is to draw the attention of the pro- 
fession to the Act, and to call forth practical suggestions as to 
its machinery, as the Act is probably one that will not be read 
by the bulk of the profession until an occasion arises for so 
doing. J. CULVERHOUSE. 








APPOINTMENTS, 


Sir J. E. Eanpiey-Wiimor, Judge of the Bristol and other 
County Courts in Circuit No. 54, has been appointed Judge of 
the Marylebone and other Courts in Circuit No. 43, vacant 
by the death of Mr. J. L. Adolphus, Mr. Willes, Judge of 
the Northumberland County Court, Circuit No. 1, will suc- 
ceed Sir, J, E. Eardley-Wilmot as Judge of the Bristol Dis- 


trict. Mr. W. Blanshard, of the Northern Circuit, succeeds 


Mr. Willes in Northumberland. 








Beccres.—At Beccles, on the 8th inst, a provisional order 
was confirmed, that various parishes specified be united into 
a highway district to be called the Hartismere district. 


Beprorp.— A meeting of the chairmen and 
from the several Unions ( ton Buzzard 
Bedfordshire, was held at the Union Board-room, 
Tuesday, the 13th inst., for the purpose of 
joint principle of action in carrying out the 
Union Assessment Act, Mr. pe bs of 


ber 


a the = gains the ag ag soy 3 hau: Colonel 
tuart, M.P., Mr. T.C. Higgins, Mr. Harvey, Higgins, 
and the Rev. J. Howlett, After a discussion of several hours 


duration on the various points, the following resolutions 
adopted:—1. That it is desirable, as far as possible, not 
to secure a uniform and correct valuation of parishes 
particular Union, but that the same principle should 
guide in every Union throughout the county; so that 
the valuation is completed, not only will the assessment thus 
established be the assessment for poor-law but will be 
likely te afford a true and correct basis on which all other county 
and local charges may be estimated. 2. That inasmuch ag 
existing rent is not a certain criterion of value, it is desirable: 
that the valuation lists should be revised with reference to the 
present value at which the several hereditaments in their re- 
spective parishes might reasonably be expected to let from 
year to year, free of tenants’ rates and taxes and tithe com- 
mutation rent-charge, if any. 3, That, in order to ascertain 
the rateable value, deductions ype! the hye estimated rental 
be made for repairs, insurance, and o' expenses necessary 
to maintain the property in a state in which it will command 
such rent, and that, unless special cause be shown to the con- 
trary, such deductions be made on the following principles:— 
For land without buildings, 2} per cent.; for farms, including 
houses and buildings, 5 to 15 per cent.; for buildings, where 
farms are situate in two or more agen 5 to 25 per cent.; 
for houses, shops, warehouses, mills, and other buildings, 10 to 
25 percent.; for cottage property, the annual rateable value of 
which shall not exceed £8, 15 to 30 per. cent, 


Brvertey.—At the Christmas Quarter Sessions for the 
East Riding of Yorkshire, held at Beverley, on the 6th inst., 
the report of the committee appointed at the last session ‘to 
take into consideration the a of dividing the East 
Riding into highway districts, under the provisions of the Act 
25 & 26 Vict, c. 61, was read. The committee reported 
that they were of opinion that it is not at present expedient for 
the riding at large to be formed into a highway district under the 
provisions of the above-mentioned Act, but that each division 
should be left to take such steps as it might deem neessary 
uuder the Act. Numerous. petitions against the Act were 
presented. A long discussion ensued, in the course of which 
it was moved that certain townships should be constitated 
a highway district; but upon being put to the vote the 
motion was rejected by a majority of one only; the numbers 
being for the motion 14, against it 15. 

Bury Sr. Epmunps.—At the Suffolk adjourned sessions, 
held at Bury St. Edmund’s on the 13th inst., Mr.-H. Wilson 
moved the application of the new Highway Act to the parishes 
in the Ixworth district, to be called the “ Blackborun district.” 
Major Parker, M.P., moved a direct negative, but the original 
motion was carried by nineteen majority. It was then pro- 
posed to constitute a second or “ Lavenham district,” and the 
motion was carried by sixteen to five. A third district, to be 
called the “ Wickhambrook district,” was next constituted by 
twenty to two; anda fourth, to be called the “ Mildenhall 
district,” with one dissentient only. It was resolved that the 
next session should be held oun Monday, March the 16th, in 
order that the Court might make a final order then. The 
usual arguments were recapitulated for and against the mea- 
sure. 

CumMBERLAND.—At the Cumberland Quarter Sessions,’ on 
the 7th inst., the introduction of the new rein, oe into 
Cumberland was the subject of some discussion. 
man (Mr. Hasell) stated that the committee appoivted at the 
last Sessions to prepare a report upon the subject had not yet 
collected all the information they required, but by —— 

nement of the subject till next Segsions no time be 
acrgpeap ag yan pasty brought into operation in Cum- 
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Nicholson Hodgson, of Newby-grange, formerly M.P. for 
Carlisle, approved delay. He cautioned the magistrates to be 


careful in adopting a measure which would throw additional ° 


burdens on the already heavily-taxed ratepayers of this county, 
He said the dill had been passed by a small majority of the 
- House of Commons, where it was opposed by most of the prac- 
tical men; and the same in the House of Lords. He thought the 
machinery would be expensive. Mr. G. Head, of Rick- 
erby-house, Carlisle, also strongly condemned the Bill, which 
was supported by Dr. Barnes, who regretted the magistrates 
had not power to make the introduction compulsory; and b 
Sir Robert Brisco, who regretted that its provisions were so little 
understood, and who said he thought it was one of the most 
beneficial Acts that it had been in the power of the magistrates 
to introduce in the county, Several petitions were presented 
against the introduction of the measute. The full discussion 
of the question was adjourned till the committee have ,com- 
pleted their report. 


Dorsetsmire.—aAt the Dorsetshire Quarter Sessions, held 
last week, and which were attended by a very large number of 
magistrates, among whom were Lord Portman, the county 
chairman, the Earl of Shaftesbury, the Lord Lieutenant, Lord 
Digby, the Hon, W. H. B. Portman, M.P., the Hon. W. Best, 
Mr. Ker Seymer, M.P., Mr. G. Sturt, M.P., Mr. R. B. Sheri- 
den, M.P., &e. The adoption of the Highway Act in that 
county was taken into consideration, After considerable dis- 
cussion an attempt was made to ohtain the adjournment of the 
subject until the next Sessions, but failed, and the Act was 
adopted by a large majority. It was then agreed that the 
county should be divided in districts, and that the magisterial 
divisions should constitute the districts, 


Douruam.—At the Durham Quarter Sessions held last week 
an attempt was made to procure the necessary authority of the 
magistrates to form several townships into a highway district, 
under the 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 50, as the order for the ap- 
plication of the General Highway Act made at a pre- 
vious session was only provisional, But the order which would 
have made the district independent of the magistrates was re- 
fused. The provisional order adopting the new Highway Act 
in the county was on the motion of Mr. H. W. Fenwick, M.P., 
and seconded by Mr. J. F. Elliot, agreed to, But there is a 
great deal of opposition to the administration of this Act by 
the magistrates throughout the county, and in several districts 
movements are being organized, especially in the manufacturing 
villages, to take the roads out of the hands of the magistrates, 
by adopting the powers of the Local Government Act. Blay- 
don, a large Tyneside village, has already adopted tho Act, 
and it is working extremely well for the health and comfort of 
the inhabitants. 


Exerer.—At the Quarter Sessions for Devonshire, held at 
Exeter, on the 6th inst., under the presidency of Sir Stafford 
Northcote, M.P., a report of a committee appointed to con- 
sider the bearings of the new Highway Act was brought up. 
The committee were of opinion that it was advisable to divide 
the whole county into highway districts, no division to contain 
more than 300 miles. After careful consideration they had also 
come to the conclusion that the magisterial divisions should be 
the basis for the formation of these divisions; and, acting on 
this principle, they submitted tethe Court ® scheme for divi- 
ding the county. Several petitions were presented against the 
proposed divisions from Unions, which considered that the Poor 
Law Union districts should form the basis; but. Lord Ports- 
mouth, the chairman, stated that the reason why they had 
selected the magisterial divisions was that the controlling 
power in the working of the Act was in the hands of thc ma- 
gistrates; that the election of the way-wardens was required 
to be confirmed by the magistrates; and the committee wished 
to avoid a conflict of jurisdictions, which would be the conse- 
quence if the divisions of the county weré put into districts 
corresponding with the Poor Law Unions. After an animated 
discussion the report was adopted, and the Easter Sessions 
were fixed for making the provisional order final. 


Hererorp.—At Hereford, on the 5th inst., provisional orders 
were confirmed, that various specified parishes and townships 
in, Herefordshire should be united into highway districts, to 
be called the Abbey Dore, Bromyard, Hereford, Leominster, 
and Weobley Districts. At the same time provisional orders 
— — se ee arishes and townships should be united 
to form highway to be called the Ledbury, and 
Wigmore districts. . at ce 


Irswith.—At the Suffolk Quarter Sessions held at Ipswich on 
the 8th inst., six memorials were presented dgainst the adoption 





of the Highway Act, and one memorial was presented in favour 
of the confirmation of the provisional order. Lord Henniker, 
M.P., moved that the Court should make a final order, 
and name the day on which the waywardens should meet. 
A bill was some years ago brought in, enabling rate- 
payers to form a district for the purpose of managing 
the highways. The ratepayers had not availed themselves 
g ly of the power which was thus placed in their 
hands, excepting North and South Wales, where it had 
been compalsory, and where it had worked well, for the rates 
had been reduced to nearly one-half what they were before. 
In North Wales he believed the ‘rates averaged somewhero 
about £4, and in South Wales about £6; while the general 
average in other parts of the country was £10. This plan, 
too, of managing the roads had been already tried in other 
matters—in the board of guardians, for instance, under the 
New Poor Law-—and the consequence had been uniformity of 
both management and cost tind eke attained. Since the rail- 
ways had sprung up these cross roads required more attention 
and greater care than heretofore. He wished to say one word 
or two as to the surveyor. ‘Ihe local surveyor always served 
with great reluctance, and one of the consequences of the 
present system was that many encroachments were suffered 
under it. A surveyor did not like to get into ill-will with his 
neighbours, and in consequence he (Lord Henniker) had seen 
encroachments on the roads, stich as building within the distance 
of the crown of the road, and manure heaps placed on the road. 
All sach matters a board would prevent when an individual was 
reluctant. The Rev. T.L. French seconded the motion. The 
Hartismere district contained 55,000 acres and about 200 miles 
of road, which was now under the supervision of the parish sur- 
veyors. This he believed was about the average size of a dis- 
trict in South Wales, and the main object was to have a dis-’ 
trict large enough to give a competent surveyor enough to do 
without being so large as to deter the waywardens trom at- 
tending the meetings of the board. With reference to the 
petitions which had been presented against the provisional 
order he was satisfied that some ot the requisitionists had 
signed them under misapprehension. One gentleman himsclf 
told him that he had the idea that the Act of Parliament was 
to throw the roads on a common fund raised in the district,— 
an idea which was very prevalent among gentlemen who had 
not had the opportunity of consulting the Act of Parliament. 
As to the expenses, he had statistics of expenses from six 
counties in South Wales, which showed the average expenditure 
of twenty-four districts to be £5 6s. 3d. In Hartismere Hun- 
dred it was £7 8s. Considerable discussion ensued, but eventu- 
ally the order was confirmed, and the 11th of April appointed 
for the way wardens to meet. / 

Lewes.—At the East Sussex Epiphany Sessions on the 5th 
inst., at which the Earl of Chichester, Lord Lieutenant of the 
county presided, numerous petitions were presented against the 
adoption of the new Highway Act.—Mr, A. Beattie moyed for 
the appointment of a select committee for carrying into effect 
the provisions of the Act and report thereon at the next 
sessions. Lord West opposed the motion and moved as an 
amendment,—‘ That in the opinion of the Court it is inexpe- 
dient to appoint a committee to form any general scheme for the 
formation of highway districts, and that such matters be left to 
individual maghitraiee to consider the whole or partial adoption 
of the Act where necessary.” After some discussion the 
amendment was negatived, and the original motion was then 
put and carried by a large majority. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON- TYNE.—The Christmas Quarter Sessions 
for the county of Northumberland were held at Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne on the 7th inst., under the presidency of Mr. C, 
W, Orde. There was a large attendance of magistrates, A 
provisional order had some time ago been made for the purpose 
of dividing the county into four districts under the new High- 
way Act. The chairman said that the county had been di- 
vided into four districts, named respectively the north, the 
middle, the east, and west districts. The north district con- 
tained 394 miles 191 yards, the cost of which was £3,118 4s, 
5}d,; being £8 0s. 94d. per mile; the south district, 454 miles 
974 yards, the cost of which was £3,946 Is. 9}d., being £8 
13s, 74d. per mile; the east district, 642 miles 1,577 yards, the 
cost of which was £8,312 4s, 6$d., being £12 18s. 7d. per mile; 
and the west district, 823 miles 742 yards, the cost of which 
was £4,395 9s, 3$d., being £5 7s. 6d. per mile. A good deal 
of discussion took place, but eventually a motion for the con- 
firmation of the provisional order was bye ony by a majority 
of 15. The meeting place appointed for the Alnwick ct 
was Alnwick; for the Morpeth district, Belsay; and for Hex- 
ham, Corbridge. 
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SaLrorp.—A pamphlet has recently been published giving 
an interesting account of the “ Court of Record for the Hundred 
of Salford.” ‘This Court has now, by virtue of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 
126, jurisdiction to try:—1. All personal actions, where the 
sum or damage sought to be recovered does not exceed £50. 
2. All personal actions (excepting for libel, slander or seduc- 
tion), where the sum sought to be recovered exceeds £50, if the 
parties in any such action shall, by a memorandum in writing 
signed by them or their attorneys, agree thereto. 3. All 
actions of ejectment, between landlord and tenant, wherein the 
annual rent of the premises of which possession is sought 
to be recovered shall not exceed £50, and upon which no fine 
shall have been reserved or made payable: Provided, that no 
action can be tried in the said court, wherein the title to 
land whether freehold, copyhold, or leasehold, or other 
tenure whatsoever, or to any tithe, toll, market, fair, or 
other franchise, shall be in question. In 1856, the modes of 
procedure in this court were assimilated by orders in council 
to those of the superior courts, so that since that time, this 
court has had the same improved and simplified procedure 
which is possessed by the superior courts at Westminster and 
by the assize courts, The effect of this has been to greatly 
increase the growing business of this court, for whereas the 
number of writs issued in the year ending 2nd of April, 
1857, was only 1,720, in the year ending the 2nd of 
April, 1861, it had risen to 2,320 in the year ending 
the 2nd of April; 1862, to 3,250, and during the half- 
year ending the 2nd of October, 1862,*it had risen to 
1,720, or at the rate of 3,440 a-year. So that since 
the year 1857, the number of writs issued annually has nearly 
doubled. And it seems reasonable to believe that the busi- 
ness will continue to increase, For courts like this, and the Liver- 
pool Passage Court, apd the Manchester Court of Record, offer 
advantages to suitors in certain classes of actions, which are not 
afforded, either by the assize courts or by the county courts. 
In actions for small amounts, where the facts are keenly con- 
tested, suitors can get their actions tried sooner, more expedi- 
tiously, and at much less cost, in the Salford Hundred Court, 
which sits six times a-year, than in the assize courts, which 
only sit three times, and which are so overwhelmed with heavy 
business; while the precise forms of pleading and procedure 
and the jury system of the Salford Court enable the suitors to 
have their actions tried with more deliberation and care, and 
with a more careful sifting of the evidence in this court than 
in the county courts, which were devised and founded rather 
for the rapid and final settlement of a vast number of small 
claims, than for the deliberate consideration of any strongly 
contested cause. ‘ 


SuRewsBuRY.—A case of some importance under the new 
Fisheries Act was heard before the Mayor and magistrates of 
Shrewsbury on Monday last. Mr, Hammonds, fishmonger, of 
that town, wassummoned for having unlawfully in his possession 
a salmon, whereby he had incurred a penalty of £2. The 
summons was issued under the 24 & 25 Vict., c. 109, s. 19, 
which imposes the penalty of £2 on persons buying and selling 
or exposing for sale any fresh or uncured salmon between the 
8rd of September and the 2nd of February following, with 
forfeiture of the fish, The Act also throws on the person 
summoned the onus of proving that the fish was taken beyond 
the limits of the Act. The facts were proved by Mr. John 
Hughes, chief constable of the borough, who found salmon 
exposed for sale at the defendant’s shop on the 5th of January, 
This being done, the defendant produced as his witness a Mr. 
Garton, fish salesman, of Dublir, who proved buying the fish from 
some fishermen on the Liffey, in the presence of the Dublin in- 
spector. Hesentthefishto Mr. M’Lenny, fish salesman, of Liver- 
pool, who also proved sending the fish to the defendant. The 
Mayor said that on the very morning that Mr. Hammond had 
his fish for sale he (the Mayor) received one as a present from 
afriend. The magistrates dismissed the case, and expenses 
were allowed to the defendant's witnesses. It seems that the 
fishing for salmon in the Liffey commences on the Ist of 
January. This is another proof of the necessity of making 
the fence time the same throughout the kingdom. In other 
Irish rivers the fishing does not commence until February, as 
in England. 


Warwickx.— At the Warwickshire Quarter Sessions last 
week a committee appointed to consider this question reported 
that they had approved the formation of various incorporated 
districts in that county, recommending local magistrates to 
specify the districts. Mr. Newdegate, M.P., presented memo- 
rials against the proposed incorporation from inhabitants of 
four different parishes, and regretted that the committee 





should have expressed a strong. opinion in favour of the 
Act He thought they had acted very wisely in instructin, 
their clerk of the peace to obtain returns of the extent 
mileage of each parish in the county, and hoped, before adopt- 
ing any specific action upon unwilling parishes, they would 

lace in the hands of the ratepayers the information which had 
thus obtuined, and concluded by moving that the docu- 
ment prepared by the committee should be forwarded to the 
overseers of each parish in the county. ‘The motion was se- 
conded by Mr. C. Caldecott, and after some very animated dis- 
cussions, by which an amendment was proposed, the resolution 
was carried, 


Yorxsuire.—At the Christmas Quarter Sessions, held Jast 
week, great opposition was offered against the adoption of thenew 


Act for the management of the highways in all the three ridings , 


of Yorkshire. At the West Riding Sessions the committee 
appointed in October produced their report, with a scheme for 
thirty districts. It seems that in this riding some places were 
adopting the Local Government Act, with a view to escape the 
new Highway Act, and the matter of adopton. was likely to 
prove as difficult as in the northern division of the county. 
The report stated that there were 4,200 miles of highways in the 
riding, which cost £75,000 last year for repairs, and that the 
average cost of repairing highways in the townships under the 
present system of surveyors cost about £16 per mile. Much 
variation, however, existed, being from 18s, to £160 per mile. 
The committee did not recommend the adoption of the Act, 
but cautiously recommended the adoption of the proposed dis- 
tricts “in case it should be resolved to adopt the new Act in 
the riding.” Memorials from twenty-one townships which 
wished to retain the nianagement of their own roads were pre- 


sented. Mr. Thompson, on moving that the report be received, . 


remarked that if individual parishes were intent on placing 
themselves under the provisions of the Local Govermnent Act 
they would have to incur the expense, trouble, and supervision 
of a local maehinery, which they would find very burdensome, 
Various opinions were civeabad. and on a division the report 
was lost by a majority of seven—viz., twenty-one against 
fourteen. Mr. Beckett Denison then moved for and obtained 


a provisional order for the adoption of the Act in the district of 


Lower Strafforth and Tickhill, subject to a confirmation at the 
next Pontefract Sessions. In the Kast Riding the committee 
appointed at the last Sessions presented their report. The 


Rev. R. H. Foord moved and Mr. Burton seconded, “ That in 


the opinion of the comrhittee, it is not at present expedient for 
the riding at large to be formed into a highway district under 
the provisions of the Act, but that each division be left to take 
such steps as it may deem necessary under the Act.” The re- 
solation was carried unanimously, Sir F. Legard presented a 
great number of petitions against the adoption of the Bill. 
Admiral Duncombe moved and Mr. Strickland seconded, 


“ That, in the event of the magistrates of such divisions apply- 


ing to the Court, parishes affected should be heard.” Carried. 
Captain Prickett then moved “ That a provisional order be now 
made for forming the several parishes and townships within 
the division of Dickering, under sect. 5 of the Act 25 & 26 
Vict., into a highway district, for the more convenient manage- 
ment of the highway.” The Rev. Canon Wray seconded the 
motion. A long discussion ensued, during which Lord Wenlock 
strongly urged the adoption of the Act; but on a division the 
motion was lost by fifteen against fourteen votes. 





IRELAND. 


Dublin, January 15, 1863. 

Hilary Term opened on Monday last with the usual for- 
malities, the venerable Lord Chief Justice looking well and 
hearty, notwithstanding his recent indisposition. The following 
case came before the Lord Chancellor:— 

In re Campbell, a Lunatic.—In this case & motion was made 
on the part of the committee of the of the lunatic, to 
confirm the Master’s report as to an allowance for the lunatic’s 
support. ‘ 

His Lorpsurp said he would have granted the present appli- 
cation in chambers, but that he wished to make it in public, 
in order to be afforded an opportunity of making some obser- 
vations respecting an Officer of the court. It appeared from 
the documents before him that Mr. William Alexander 
M’Kenna, was the solicitor for the former committee of 
the lunatic, and that in the year 1849 an order was made 


for the lunatic, which were grossly misapplied by him, 


directing certain funds to be invested to purchase an vem» 5 


at 
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M’Kenna, shortly after this order was made, informed the Master 
that he had purchased the annuity in question from a lady 
named M’ Kenna, a relative of his own, with whom he was not 
on friendly terius, and he produced to the Master deeds pur- 
porting to carry out the alleged transaction. By these means 


Mr. M’Kenna procured the approbation of the Master to the- 


transaction, and obtained an order for the payment of the pur- 
chase money; but after the annuity was paid for some years, 
it was ascertained that the deeds were all fabricated, and that 
the whole transaction was a gross fraud. These facts were not 
discovered until the death of the former committee of the luna- 
tic, when a sum of £300 was refunded by Mr. M’Kenna, still 
leaving a considerable sum due. It then ap that Mr, 
M’Kenna left the country, and wished it to be believed that he 
also left the world—for in a few days a paragraph was inserted, 
in the Dublin papers, announcing his death in London, although 
there was good reason to believe that he was alive and well in 
one of the colonies. When the occurrence took place he (the 
Lord Chancellor) had brought it under the notice of the Attor- 
ney-General to consider it a prosecution should be instituted; 
but it was considered that it might be difficult to sustain it on 
technical grounds. He would, however, take care that Mr. 
M’Kenna should not impose on other parties, in his professional 
capacity, by making an order to strike him off the Roll of 
Solicitors, unless good cause be shown to the contrary, within 
a month after service at his last known place of residence. 

His Lorpsuir then made an order confirming the Master’s 


report.’ , 


At a meeting of the Benchers, held on Monday, John 
Thomas Ball, Esq., Q,C., LL.D., Edward Pennefather, Esq., 
Q.C., and Charles Robert Barry, Esq., Q.C. were elected 
Benchers in the room of the Right Hon. John Richards ex-Baron 
of the Court of Exchequer, resigned; the Right Hon. Acheson 
Lyle, Lieutenant of the County Londonderry, and Ex- 
Master in Chancery, resigned; and Theophilus Jones, Esq., 
ex-Chairman of the County Down, resigned. There were 
eight candidates for the three vacancies, The Benchers then 


elected John David O’Hanlon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be 
Assistant-Librarian of the Queen’s Inns library, in the room 
of the late Mr. Stewart. 


Mr. Edward Parkyns Levinge, Barrister-at-Law, has been 
appointed a judge of the High Court at Fort William, in 
Bengal. 

The Commission for enquiring into the Practice of the Chan- 
cery and Common Law Courts regularly continue their sittings. 
Their last meeting was on the 10th inst, It is ramoured that 
they will have a, report ready for presentation against the 
meeting of Parliament. Considering, however, the magnitude 
of the subject referred them, we should be much surprised if 
their labours were not likely to be further prolonged. 


On Monday last Mr. Waters, on behalf of the Attorney- 
General, applied for leave to have a consent entered and made 
a rule of Court, that Doctor Paul Cullen, Titular Archbishop 
of Dublin, should -be at liberty to make certain returns in 
the matter of legacy duties, without oath. The application was 
accordingly granted. We are not aware whether a similar 
exemption has been granted to Cardinal Wiseman in West- 
minster Hall, and as we are understood to be on the eve of 
uniformity of practice, it would be desirable that this point 
should be settled. 


The courts of law in this country have a very unjust practice 
in reference to the remuneration of witnesses summoned to give 
evidence on matters connected with professional occupations 
and pursuits, As the law in this reapect has been, and now is, 
administered, the only payment allowed to professional gentle- 
men for their skilled assistance, and their opinions, grounded 
on facts and observations which derive their legal and actual 
importance from their peculiar professional knowledge, is that 
amount which is supposed to cover the disbursements incident 
to their attending in compliance with the subpena ad testifi- 
caudum; yet this is a most unjust violation of the principle of 
not enlorcing gratuitous services from professional men or 
tradesinen, which prevails in the general legislation of the 
ce untry. A medical man, a surveyor, a civil engineer, an 
architect, or other skilled professional witness, can be com. 
pelled to give evidence in relation to his peculiar occupation 
or profession without the right to enforce any other pécuniary 
allowance than the actual expenditure incurred in attending at 
the court, though such witnesses give evidence which could only 
be received with any weight or influence from such skilled and 
qualified persons. ere has been set on foot a movement to 
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induce the Government to introduce during the next session a 
bill into Parliament to remove this injustice, which is especially 
injurious and oppressive on medical witnesses. In illustration 
of this we will take the case of a medical officer of a dispensary 
district under the Medical Charities Act, who has attended in 
pursuance of a red ticket or peremptory order, a person whose 
subsequent death demands a legal inquiry and a skilled opinion 
requisite to the endsof justice. The medical officer, who alone 
can thus enlighten the court and the jury, is only to be paid 
for the expenditure incurred for his attendance, and is to re- 
ceive nothing whatsoever for this public use of his professional 
knowledge, nothing by way of compensation for his loss of time, 
nothing for his loss from his private practice, nothing to com- 
pensate him for the personal inconvenience to which he has 
been snbjected; yet, giving this evidence is no part of his 
official or general professional duties, and has no relation to 
the salary or fees which he may be entitled to receive for his 
professional attendance. It seems most unjust, if not dishonest, 
to enforce this from medical men, and it is against every 
principle of honesty, of law, and of fair dealing, that either the 
law officers of the Crown or private suitors should be entitled 
to compel this service of professional knowledge and infor- 
mation without paying a reasonable remuneration forit. This 
is really a great and inexcuseable wrong and grievance, for the 
redress and removal of which it would seem that nothing more 
should be required to provide a remedy than its being brought 
under thenotice of the Executive Government. 

At the recent Tipperary Quarter Sessions, a bank clerk was 
pressed to give evidence as to the state of 2 man’s account in 
the provincial bank at Clonmel. He declined till promised 
his expenses, and on the ground that it was a secret between 
the bank and their clients. ‘The Court ryled that the evidence 
should be given, when he informed it that the man had not a 
farthing to his credit. 

The Assistant Barrister for Kerry referred to a matter of 
great public interest at the Quarter Sessions in Tralee on 
Monday, He is Mr. Coppinger, a Catholic, and two Catholic 
magistrates were acting with him on the Bench. In the case of 
the Gavazzi rioters, Mr, J. E. Conor, Crown prosecutor, made 
an affidavit to the effect that the state of feeling in the town 
prevented a fair trial at the present sessions, and that he con- 
sidered, for the ends of justice, that the cases should be sent for 
trial at the next assizes. His worship granted the application, 
and, in doing so, made some remarks on the jury panel of 
rather serious import. He said:— 

“T have certainly on many occasions expressed full satisfac- 
tion at the course of proceeding by the juries, But when I 
look at the panel that has been returned for this sessions, and 
when I consider who the men were that were formerly retarned 
I do say there is a marked distinction—a very marked 
difference. It is not my place, or that of the magistrates, to 
make any observation on the verdict of a jury. We don’t do 
that, We have to deal with a case that is presented here, bear- 
ing in mind what has taken place, and it is our duty to see 
that the ends of justice should be carried out. I deeply regret 
that a class of persons who frequent this town, who are in- 
habitants of it and of its neighbourhood, are not upon that panel 
to discharge the duty of jurors. There is not a partof Ireland 
where so many good jurors could be had as in this town of 
Tralee, Any man walking through this well regulated fine 
handsome town, seeing its splendid shops and regarding the 
class of persons in this sphere, must know that there is 
abundance of proper persons to be returned on the quarter 
sessions panel of this district. I have asked for this 
panel, and find that it is most defective in point of numbers at 
least. I make no observation on the panel, but with respect 
to its numbers—only 26 persons having answered—and, in 
point of fact, any person being charged with felony might have 
destroyed the whole panel, and prevented the Crown business 
from going on. With respect to those whose duty it is to re- 
turn the panel, it is our opinion that, at least as regards 
numbers, a proper panel has MH noel returned for this sessions.” 

It has been stated that the panel was not only defective as to 
numbers, but also as to the class of persons placed on it. It is 
likely there will be some inquiry into this matter on the part 
of the Crown. 


FOREIGN TRIBUNALS AND JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
Arrest ror Dest 
Tt was generally believed among foreigners in Paris that 
arrest for debt could not be enforced on the sabbath, but 
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the Imperial Court of Paris, however, decided on Mon- 
day last that it can. M. D. was condemned by two judg- 
ments of the Tribunal of Commerce to pay 3,500f. to M. J. 
The latter caused M, D. to be arrested on Sunday, the 4th 
inst., and lodged in the prison for debt. The debtor availed 
himself of the privilege accorded to him by the 780th article 
of the Code of P ure, and was immediately brought be- 
fore the President of the tribunal, when he contended that his 
arrest was illegal, being contrary to the 78lst article of the 
same code. The President nevertheless confirmed the arrest, 
on the groves that there was danger of the debtor's escape. 
From this decision the debtor appealed to the Cour Impérial, 
but the Court rejected the appeal. The considérant of the 
judgment states that, according to the 1,037th article of the 

e of Civil Procedure,-no arrest can be made on a legal 
festival, except by permission of the judge, or where there is 
danger of an escape; and that the debtor having used ever 
means to render his arrest impossible by absenting himeelf 
from Paris and only appearing on legal festivals, thus -paraly- 
zing the effect of the judgment obtained by his creditor, the 
Court confirmed the arrest, + 


An application was recently made to the Civil Tribunal, in 
the name of M, Augustus de X-——, at present a prisoner for 
debt, demanding his release, in accordance with Art. 2,066 of 
the Civil Code, which provides that no debtor can be impri- 
soned after he reaches his seventieth year. Documents were 
produced to prove that the applicant was born on the 28th of 
December, 1793, and that, consequently, he is now in his 
seventieth year. The detaining creditors, two Belgian 
bankers, opposed the application, and their counsel argued that 
the applicant was not entitled to his release till the completion 
of the seventieth year, which had but just commenced. The 
tribunal, however, adopted the more humane and liberal inter- 
mene of the law, and ordered the prisoner’s immediate 

som 


AMERICA. 
Srame Law. 

The Commissioner of Taxes of New York has decided that 
all powers of attorney executed in a foreign country since the 
stamp law came into effect must be, stamped, or they are void. 
All papers, except bills of exchange made and issued in 
foreign countries, which to have effect in the United States, 
would require a stamp, must be stamped, and the stamp 
cancelled by the maker at the time and place of issue. 








REVIEWS, 


An Essay on Waste, Nuisance, and Trespass, chiefly with re- 
JSerence to Remedies in Equity ; treating of the Law of Tim- 
ber, Mines, Lights, Water, Support, Construction of Public 

Works, &c., ce. By GrorcE V. Yoou, M.A,, of Lincoln’s- 

inn, Barrister-at-law. Maxwell. 1863. 

We do not materially affect the value of the critic’s 
office when we affirm that it is often exercised in judgment 
of books which are not read before they are reviewed, and 
if the assertion is not generally untrue, as applied to the 
reviewing of light literature, it is certainly not so as ap- 
plied to that of treatises on jurisprudence. The more scien- 
tific the work, the more difficult it is to remember justly 
either excellences or faults noticed in a perusal, which, 
ex necessitate, 9 reviewer can only make in a hurried 
manner. If he has to inform the profession of the probable 
value of one of a numerous class of treatises, it is easy to 
form a just judgment by looking at the index of cases, the 
.table of contents, and the'author’s name, and then taking one 
or two pages of the book and referring to the reports of cases 
which the author has cited, to ascertain whether his epitomes are 
exact and his head is clear upon the points before him. But 
such a cursory method of doing his business cannot be satisfac. 
torily adopted by a reviewer who takes up Mr. Yool’s book, 
Oné may certainly say with justice that the index of cases is 
very large in proportion to the quantity of text; that all the 
cases, either directly or remotely, bearing upon any point 
dealt with in the essay, are carefully and clearly collated; 
that the table of contents is similarly full and valuable; but’ 
if we open the book at any place and read half a page for the 
purpose of asking ourselves whether the author cites cases 
clearly and has a good manner in statement,we find that he has 
not contented himself with a compilation of the cases, but has 
aimed at a purpose in his labours, and has evidently 
ascertained for the principle of all the reported cases 





upon any point that he deals with, and has given only the clear 
result of those cases, obtained by careful consideration and by 
analyses, which are based upon exhaustive . 
His language is lucid and simple; the student may read the 
text andj Para fete, al be Sy pe A 
one he will cip aw 
and in the other all the authorities, fundamental and recent, 1 
the study of which those principles bave been discovered 
settled. 64 affords an example of the merits to whic 
we refer. Any lawyer, by using the information conveyed 
upon that page, in a few minutes can recall to memory 
principles upon which, in questions between landlord ant 
tenant, courts of common law and of equity, either in England 
or freland, have proceeded, as occasion has arisen 
last two centtries, to enforce mutual rights and 
affecting the enjoyment of pro ; and the curious 
who would read to learn everything, and not simply to get up a 
particular point, will admire the research which has ascertained 
what a landlord may do and has done, not only to restrain the 
removal of dung and crops, the sowing of land with 
seeds, the breaking up of ancient meadow, and any other such 
ordinary and probable injuries, but also to prevent the 
injury of feeding goats ina young wood. Similar instances of 
research and of perspicuous statement may be found EB. 
171, where there is an exhaustive list of various n 
which have been es the per eo of the Courts 
and at 224, where there is an equa'ly careful 
cases, it which the compensation clauses fh the Lastly Chcaens 
Act have been held to be applicable. ; 
Mr. Yool has devoted a much to “ Waste” and 
‘* Nuisance” than to “ Trespass ’’ and “ The Constru: ot 
Public Works,” But, inasmuch as the pe ga 
the last-named subject has not, within our knowledge, 
least, been condensed in a similar manner before, the author 
has had to explore everything, and may well be excused if, in 
his first edition, he declines to extend his researches be 
their present scope. We see — that what he has dealt 
with he has investigated a y, and we are sure that the 
profession will appreciate the value of labour t the 
somewhat thankless task of arranging and ing 
made by such tribunals as Railway Committees in t, 
concurrently with the decisions, in pari materi@, of the coprts 
of law and equity. The Court of Chancery has h 
yet established for itself q clear jurisdiction to interfere 
restrain injuries in the nature of pure trespass—that is to 
in‘cases in which the defendant does not stand in any relat 
of sos ass 
valition “exists, the cases seem to come within the doctrines of 
waste, and are accordingly considered by Mr. Yool under that 
head. But we find a clear and full account of the principles 
upon which the jurisdiction in trespass has been ; a 
we are surprised, not so mach at the smallness of the number of 
the decided cases, as at the prope in been of equity to 
assume the power to prevent irreparable injuries to property, 
where, or, perhaps, heise those injuries have been the work 
of strangers only. It seems to be a of justics to say 
that an action at common law affords a sufficient remedy for 
an injury by a mere wrong-doer without the shadow of a title, 
in eases where the threat of such a wrong wonld, if it were 
threatened by a tenant or a grantee, found an inevitable right 


of granting positive injunctions, and 

we — expect that the xo saree the ap 

remedy of, obliging -doers, either in trespass or waste, to 
do or undo what Pars wrongfully omitted or done. At 
present, however, it seems clear that the Court is not inclined 
to assert its jurisdiction hy means of a positive injunction 
unless the conscience of the defendant is by a self- 
posed obligation. . 

.. With regard to the law of nuisances, Mr. Yoo! has t6 work fn 
a field which, so far as easements generally are concerned, is a 
ready occupied by Mr. Gale’s work, and so far as water 

are concerned, by Mr, Phear’s. However, al there. 
recent editions of both these books, Mr, Yoo! es 
and besides giving the method and the ideas of 

upon very important matters, he quotes the most recent cas 
The consideration of questions affecting the pollution 

or water by manufacturing processes is a subject impo: 

we had expected to filld some discussion in the vv 
reviewing. There is no subject relating to the 


roperty in certain counties of equal im ; 
vhich MMe cP have nthe important dvig 
half century. In an “ Essay on Nuisances’’ we 


mee. 


we + “alll 
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should find not only a resumé of the decisions of the courts» 
but some conclusions upon the probable course of future de- 
cisions, and some well-digested suggestions in aid of public 
opinion upon matters where much money may be wasted iu 

litigation, which by legislation, suited to the altered circum- 
stances of certain definable districts, might be profitably 
avoided, Perhaps the author is not wrong in concluding, that 
he does do his duty most wisely and completely by contenting 
himself with giving an exhaustive list of the cases, and a careful 
statement of the principles found in them, adding quotations 
from the judgments in leading cases such as Wood v. Sutcliffe, 
2 Sim. N. S. 163; and it is moreover possible that in a later 
edition of the book, we may expect from Mr. Yool some dis- 
cussion of the difficult questions which Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley dealt with so equitably in that case. Of course, 
the absolute restraint of a perpetual injunction upon a manu- 
facturer, whose processes pollute the running waters of a 
river in @ manufacturing district, is not likely to be imposed 
either where the granting of such a remedy would not or 
could not restore things to the status guo desired by the plain- 
tiff, or where the latter had, by any clear acquiescence, for- 
feited his right to call for the interference of the Court, But 
supposing that the interference of the Court of Chancery is 
out of the question, and that an action is brought and sub- 
stantive damages are claimed, and upon the trial the jury are 
told, as they may be, that the action is brought to redress an 
reser injury which the Court of Chancery, after Wood 
v. Sutcliffe, would not enjoin, the judge would probably find 
himself, as the cases stand, obliged to leave the question to the 
jury as one of pure prescription upon Lord Tenterden’s Act, 
and he would avoid the question whether the nuisance could not 
be excused on the ground of its being caused by the reasonable 
process of a lawful trade. He would ask the jury to consider 
whether the defendant had done substantially the same damage 
as of right, for twenty years; and further, whether the nuisance 
would have been material and perceptible to the plaintiff if 
there had been no other pollution than that caused by the de- 
fendant’s manufacture. Now, it being the fact, as we think, 
that there is no manufacture which substantially produces 
a pollution, the same in quantity and nature for twenty years 
together, a verdict would go against the defendant, although it 
is always true that the existence of his mill implies the 
existence of a population drained by the river which he 
pollutes ; and the fact that manufactures are carried on in 
manufacturing districts will do nothing, as the law stands, to 
justify a pollution which is really imperceptible, if the defen- 
dant is met with the hypothesis that he is to prove that he 
would do no material injury to air or water if no other person 
were on the spot to pollute either. It is not the province of 
this journal to discuss questions in social science, but we do not 
hesitate to affirm that if law be really the perfection of reason 
there can be but one answer to the question whether it is just, 
and sensible to apply the ancient maxims of law made for times 
when manufacturing districts were unknown, to the settlement 
of questions which a new and universal custom has created. 
It is a startling but nevertheless a true and simple statement 
of the difficulty, to affirm that at common law all manufactures 
which would pollute pure air or pure water are liable to the 
extortion of any adventurer who will buy a few square yards 
in a neighbourhood, however densely populated, and however 
completely dedicated to manufacturing purposes. Capital, in 
our opinion, when invested in mills and factories, signifies 
population, decency and comfort of living, progress and intelli- 
gence; anda law which determines that if a manufacturer varies 
his processes, or in other words, the nature of the refuse which 
he discharges, by making use of new materlals as they are in- 
troduced for the improvement of his manufacture, he shall always 
be a wrong-doer liable to the attacks of any one who likes to sue 
him, seems to us to place a foolish aud most unjust restraint upon 
the progress of national wealth and industry. Surely it would 
seem to be a little strange even to the simplest sentimentalist, to 
say the law cannot tolerate the smoke of Leeds and 
Manchester and Wolverhampton, and that it will not be satisfied 
until every one who claims redress is paid the fine he asks for 
in dam because the Mersey or the Aire or the Tyne are 
not limpid now and full of trout as they used to be when a 
scanty population in the valleys lived in hovels, like those 
which one may still see in the pure air of Dorsetshire, by chalk 
streams, which will always flow through a poor population 
until their clear- waters are sullied. We hope that the law 
will not be permitted to remain long based upon antiquated 
notions of prescription, and at any rate we trust that juries 
pe have an opportunity of considering what is reasonable, 
and that they will not be obliged to determine questions in the 
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light of an hypothesis which seems to us to be not less absurd 
than impossible, Whether, in the eye of the law, certain dis- 
tricts and rivers should not be held to be dedicated to manu- 
factures, are questions upon which we should have been glad 
to have had some consideration from Mr. Yool. He has certainly 
ascertained that the Court of Chancery has already answered 
these questions in a sensible manner, but, as we find that, the 
courts of law hold themselves to be so strictly tied down to 
the maxims of exact prescription, there seems to be vuccasion 
for observations which, as we have before stated, we hope to 
see in a later edition. 

We have left ourselves little room for any further criticism 
of Mr. Yool’s book. We can only find space to state that he 
has dealt with the law of waste and nuisance very satisfactorily, 
and in particular we may refer our readers to his observations 
upon equitable waste as being an important and most careful 
resumé of the jurisprudence upon a subject which lawyers 
will find to have been made into a science chiefly by the 
judgments of Lord Justice Turner and Vice-Chancellor Wood. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


THE LEGAL AND GENERAL DISCUSSION SOCIETY. 

A society has recently been started under this title. It con- 
sists solely of solicitors’ and proctors’ managing clerks (ad- 
mitted or otherwise), and clerks serving under articles, 

The principal objects of the society are—First, the frater- 
nizing of managing clerks in the legal profession. which it is 
considered will facilitate the transaction of business between 
the representatives of the various offices—Secondly, the im- 
provement of the members in legal and general knowledge by 
means of discussional meetings—Thirdly, the mutual com- 
munication of points of practice decided, and other informa- 
tion connected with the profession, tending to lighten the 
various duties of the members, and—Fourthly, the formation 
of a library. 

For many years past, the want of an association such as 
this, or other means of bringing about a cordial feeling between 
managing clerks, has been much experienced; but until the 
present time no one has taken the initiative in forming a 
society. It is therefore expected, now that the matter has 
assumed a tangible shape, that a large number will bo willing 
to co-operate: indeed, a considerable body of members have 
been already enrolled. 

The first meeting was held at the Whittington Club, on 
Monday, the 29th of December, 1862. - 

The following gentlemen (amongst others) have sent in 
their names as members:—Messrs. J. Allberry, (J. Patten), 
Bartram (H. Swann), F. Burge (Flower & Co.), W. Bush 
(C. G. G. Allen), C. G. Dent (Benbow & Co.), G. N. Emmet 
jun. (Emmet & Son), R. Fry (Greville & Tucker), J. Green 
(Sarr & Gribble), Isaacs (Scarborough & Alderson), W. E. 
Jones (Milne & Co.), J. Kinninment (Shepherd & Skipwith), 
C. H. Lind (Jackson & Smith), J. H. Mote (Morris, Stone & 
Co.), F. K. Munton (Emmet & Son), J. Payne (Jackson & 
Smith), S. Price (Hodding & Co,), H. G. Rogers (Watson & 
Sons), D. R. L. Toombs (Le Blanc & Co.), B. H. Tromp 
(Johnston, Farquhar & Co.), G. W. Wilson (Cardale & Co.) 

The following officers have been appointed :— 

Committee :—Messrs. F, Burge, J. Green, W. E, Jones, S. 
Price, H. G, Rogers, G. W. Thomson, B. H. Tromp. 

Treasurer, Mr. D. R. L. Toombs. 

Secretary, Mr. Francis K.. Munton. 

The society will next meet on Wednesday, the 28th of 
January, 1863, and subsequently on every alternate Wednes- 
day, at seven, p.m., precisely. The subscription has been 
fixed at 10s. 6d. per annum. é 








‘ 


PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tue Britiso anv AMERICAN Excuance Banking Corpora- 
TION (LiMiTED). 

Capital, £1,000,000 sterling, in 20,000 shares of £50 each. 

Solicitors, London, Mesers. Cotterill & Sons; Liverpool 
Messrs, Fletcher & Hull. 

This association is formed for the purpose chiefly of dealing 
in exchanges, a business which, excepting with British posses- 
sions, has hitherto been mainly in the hands of private firms; 
and it is well known that with many countries such banking 
facilities have not been afforded to merchants and others as the 
vastly extended commerce of the present day demands. This 
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is particalarly the case in the trade between England and 

America, and it is proposed that this corporation shall com- 

mence its operations by the establishment of an agency in New 

York. 

Crry or Lonpon anp Generat Fire anp Lire Insurance 
Company (Limitep), 

Capital, £1,000,000, in 40,000 shares of £25 each, 

Solicitors, Messrs. Howard & Co., 66, Paternoster-row; 
Messrs. Duncans, Squarey, & Blackmore, Liverpool, 

This association intends to establish offices in Liverpool, 
Glasgow, Edinburgh, Belfast, and other important districts, 
where powerful connections and extensive circles of supporters 
are formed. 

_ Tue Contrnenrtat Bank Corporation (Limtrep). 
Capital £1,000,000, in 10,000 shares of £100 each. 

Solicitors, Messrs. Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson, Ni- 
cholas-lane, E.C. 

The Continental Bank Corporation has for its object to faci- 
litate the commercial and financial business between the United 
Kingdom and the European Continent, and to carry out, on an 
extensive scale, operations in bullion and exchange; and it is 
confidently anticipated that, by extending to importers and 
exporters accommodation on an enlightened and liberal scale, 
a large proportion of such business will be secured to the pre- 
sent undertaking. 

Tae Inss or Court Horer Company (Lumrrep). 
Capital £100,000, in 10,000 shares of £10 each. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Druce & Co., 53, Victoria street, West- 

minster; H. C. Eliott, Esq., 69, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

This company has been formed for the purpose of erecting 
a first class hotel on the site of the George and Blue Roar, 
Holborn, the freehold of which, with premises at the back ex- 
tending to Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has been secured, 

Susursan Hore. Company (Limirep). 

Capital £50,000, in 5.000 shares of £10 each. 

Solicitors— Messrs. Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson, 4, 
Nicholas-lane, Lombard-street. 

The object of this company is to establish hotels in various 
suburban districts of London. The directors have decided 
upon building the first hotel at Hampstead Heath. 


Tue Surron Rorat Hore, Company (Liwmrep). 

Capital £10,000, in 2,000 shares of £5 each, 1,400 of which 
will be issued in the first instance. 

Solicitors—Messrs, Hodgson, Allen, & Hodgson, Birming- 
am, 

The object of this company is to establish at Sutton on the 
Sutton Coldfield Branch of the North Western Railway, an 
Hotel, for which it is stated a great necessity has arisen in con- 
sequence of the great number of passengers travelling on that 


branch. 
MEETING. 
Lonpon anp Greenwicn Raibwar, 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company on the 13th 
inst., a dividend of £1 7s, 1d. per cent., or 5s. 64. per share, 
was declared for the past half-year. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


“ Queen's Bench, 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
In and on the last day of Hilary Term, 1863. 


{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 


Hares, Joun.—Charles Pope Greenhill, 63, Gracechurch- 
street. - 

Haymes, Joun Buckpy.—Arthur Haymes, Leamington Priors, 

Marpoy, Hugo ALEXANDER.—William Mardon, Hayes; and 
99, Newgate-street. 

Owen, Grorce Leaper.—Septimus Davidson, 22, Basinghall- 
street. 

. Wensrer, Henry.—Thomas Price, Abchurch-lane, City. 

- Hilary Vacation, 1863. 

Swann, Josern Francis (Jndge’s Order).—J. Stuart, 5, 

Gray’s-inn-square; C. L. Hughes, Lincoln, 
On the last day of Hilary Term, 1863. 

Best, WIttiam.—James Ralfe, Winchester. 

Brepen, Matrqew.+—Will:am Neal, Pinner’s-hall, Old Broad. 
street, 








BripemaNn, CuristornEer, Jun. — C. Bridgman, ‘Tavistock, 
Devon; W. P. Paull, Plymouth. 

Bouter, Wittitm Poris.—James Wintle, Newnham, Gloa- 
cester, 

Dennis, GEorcE WHITWELL.—W. Overel), Leamington Priors; 
J. Kingsford, 23, Essex-street, Strand. 

FEARENSIDE, JOHN, Jun.—J. Fearenside, Burton, Westmore- 
land; Sheppard & Son, 22, Lower-Grosvenor-street; F. C, 
Sheppard, 5, Robert-street, Adelphi. 

Ferns, Grorce Ecerton.—George Morton Férns, Stockport. 

GatsForD, CHaRLes WILLI4M.—William Gaisford, s 
Gloucester. 

Harris, Georce Wueatiy.—William Harris, Rugby; John 
Rogers Brown, Nottingham. 

AD BuRY, JoHN CHARLES.—Samuel Danks, Birmingham. 


AM B, SaMvEL Briacxmay, Jun.—Samuel Blackman Lamb, - 


12, Gray’s-inn-square. 
Liorp, Jonn.—Henry Helland Norton, 6, Victoria-street, 
Westminster, 


MacponaLp, James WittraAM. — William Samuel Price - 


Hughes, Worcester; Robert Gamlen, Gray's-inn. 

Parker, Stamrorp Perrot. —Thomas Pexton Peterson, 
Bristol; William Bush Parker, Mangotsfield. 

Prppinc, Epwarp.—James Dolman, 14, Clifford’s-ifin, Fleet- 
street. 

Rowe, Hecror Marrin.—Frederick Kidman Parkinson, 
13, Clement’s-inn; Alderson Turner, 13, Clement’s-inn. 

Sat, Frepesicx. — William Cooper, Tunstall; Thomas 
Cooper, Congleton, Chester; William Harding, Longport and 
Tunstall, Stafford 

SEAz, CHar_ys Georcs.—E. W. Seule, Jun., Bank chambers 
Leicester-place, Leicester-square. 

Smitu, Horace MELViLLE,—Holroydes & Cronhelm, Halifax! 

‘Tanpy, FrepERICK.—Arthur Ryland, Birmingham; Thomas 
Burton Howard, Dudiey. 

Tuompson, JoserpH Georce.—Henry Booth Clarke, 14, Ser- 
jeant’s Inn, Fleet-street. - 

Wane, Dayip.—James Dolman, 14, Rericents-leent ie civet. 

Warp, Ernest Avucustvs.—Samuel Philpot Brookes, Tew- 
kesbury, Gloucester. 

West, Wittiam THomas.—William Jones, 9, Lawrence 
Pountney Hill, City. 

Wuat tery, THomas.—George Lawson Whatley, Mitchel Dean. 

Wiwpows, Taomas.—Robert Francis Showler, 1 Trinity- 
place, Charing-cross. 

Woop, Humpnrey.—Messrs, Fearon & Clabon, 21 Great 
gag Westminster; Humphrey Wickham, Strood 

ent. 
APPLICATION FOR RE-ADMISSION. 
On the Last Day of Hilary Term, 1863, 

Sewell, Robert Burleigh, 32, Cambridge-street, Hyde-park; and 

Bonchurch, Isle of Wight. 


APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR RENEW ATTOR- 
NEYS’ CERTIFICATES. 
2nd of February, 1863. 

Blake, Henry, Norwich. ‘ 

Bullivant, George Haslehurst, Greenwich, Kent; and Black 
heath-bill. 

Calthrop, James, Bedford; and Toddington, Beds. 

Chester, Edward, Brockley-road, Deptford. 

Clinch, James, Leamington Priors, Warwick. ; 

Cotton, Jesse Charles, 31, Highbury-place, Islington; and Burs- 
lem, Stafford. 

Crosse, Thomas Neufville, 28 Brunswick-square; Fredericks- 
burg, United States; 4, Holles-street, Cavendish-square; 24, 
Welbeck-street. 

Dee, Charles, Horncastle. 

Dela Mare, John, 37, St. Martin’s-lane; 17, York-buildings, 
Adelphi; and 2, Great May’s-buildings, St. Martin’s-lane. 

Eikington, Francis, Birmingham; and S$ 

Foreman, Robert Stannard, West Bromwich, 

Gartside, Benjamin, Manchester. 

Girdlestone, William Bolton, Burnham, W Norfolk. 

Greenwell, Walpole Eyre, 22, Dorchester- Blandford - 


uare. 

Fs Charles, 4, Lavender-villas, Malvern-road, Dalston. 

Hanson, William Stonehewer, Moorgate-street-chambers; and 
Newington. 

Hindmarsh, James, Ilingworth-crescant, Jewin-street; and 
Ba , York, 
viland, Edgar, Cardiff. 
Jones, George, Newton Swinson, Stourbridge. ¥ 
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Jones, Jo's Stanier, St. Helen's, Lancaster; Queen's Prison, 
Southwark; Llangollen, Denbigh. 

Langhorne, Frank, Malton, York; and Berwick-upon-T weed. 

Langton, David, 25, Critchill- place, New North-road; and 
King’s-road, Chelsea, 

Lewis, Rayner Blount, Walsall, Stafford. 

Moss, Alfred, Lyndhurst-road, Peckha:n. 

ag il Rework James, Pendleton, near Manchester; and 


Oden Charles Daniel, 12, Pakenbam-street, St. Pancras. 

Pearce, Parmenas William, Penlee, near Devonport; and Glou- 
cester-place, Oakley-square. 

Perry, James William, Kdgbaston. 

Quarles, William, 57, St. Paul’s-road, Kennington; and Tooting. 

Renny, William, Chippenham. 

Rogers, William, 12, Cambridge street, Eccleston-square. 

Stokes, James John, 82, High. street, Southwark; and 60, Para- 
dise-street, Rotherhithe. 

Skey, John, Great Malvern, Worcester. 

Sharood, Charles James, Brighton. 

Smedley, John Benjamin, 3, Took’ ‘s-gardens, Clerkenwell; and 
8, Laystall-street. 

Sumners, John Burosse, 5, Gloucester-buildings, Old Kent-road. 

Trimmer? George Bradley, 18, Trafalgar-road, Old Kent-road; 
and 2, Gloucester-buildings. 

Wood, James, Louth, Lincoin; and Tunbridge Wells. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. W. Murrar,on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 


nae, January 19. 
. H. Cooxson, on Conveyancing, Friday, January 


a 














BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
spe Jan. 10, at Lympne Vicarage, Kent, the wife ot R. J. Biron, 
Esq., of 75, Victoria-st, Westminster, Barrister- a ae of a son, 
cuITiY—On Jan. 12, at 45, Blandford-sq, the wife of J. W. Chitty, Esq., 


JACKSON—On Jan. 7, at Thearne, the wife of Bryan B. Jackson, of Hull, 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 

JEPHSON—On Jan. 7, at 72, St. Georges-rd, Warwick-sq, the wife of 
James Jephson, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, of a 
daughter. 

r MARRIAGES. 

BLACKBURN—SANG—On Jan. 11, at St. Mary’s, Hampstead, J. W. 
Vernon Blackburn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, eldest son of John 
Blackburn, Esq., Coroner for the borough of ani, to Elizabeth 
gebanee Margaret, eldest daughter of F. Sang, Esq., of Leigh House, 


EVANS—LAMB—On Jan. 10, at Eust Barnet, Herts, John Evans, Esq., 
of 10, John-st, Bedford- row, London, and Lionsdown, New Barnet, — 
— tor, to Eliza Jane, elest daughter of the late James Lamb, Esq., of 

alcutta. 

GRIFFIN—CRADDOCK—On Jan. 10, at Kneesall, Notts, Edward Lysaght 
Griffin, Barrister-at-Law, son of the Lord Bishop of Limerick, to 
Beatrice Fanny, third daughter of George William, Craddock of Nun- 


Eaton 
HELLYER—VINCENT—at St. Saviour’s Church, Paddington, G. 
Maine Hellyer, Esq., of Bettws-y-Coed, Carnarvonshire, only son of y 


V. Hellyer, Barrister-at-Law, to Eliza Maria, second daughter of 
Lieut.-Col. G.'F. F. Vincent, of Bath 
DEATHS. 


BILTON—On Nov, 24, from en accident, William Bilton, Esq., ee, son 


of the late Jno. Bilton, Esq., and brother of Samuel Fras. Bilton, Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 
CAMPBELL—On dan. 10, at Stirling, N-B.. ary Jane, widow of 
the late Duncan Cam bell, , of Rockh yes shire and youngest 


pads wd of the Jate Thomas ingate, Esq., Solicitor, Stirling. 
CLUTTON—On Jan, 4, at Chorlton, Chester, Thomas Choriton Clutton, 
Esq.. ok a and Magistrate of the Counties of Chester and 
Salop, in his 78th year, 
ae 5 Jan, . at Carlisle -villa, Canonbury, Alice Maud, — child 
Fox, Esq., Steet eee eer 
wengoo te Jan, 11, at Kingstown, Dublin, in ren 25th year, 
Bedford Churchill, fourth son.of Robert Hitchcock, Esq., Master of the 
Court of Exchequer in Ireland. 
ae bern Jen. 8 Bee 8, Richard Freirlle Huntley, Esq., M.A., of the Inner 


RIG Jan. 7, at ay, Thomas Hurrey Riches. Esq., Magis- 
trate for on Sen. 7 at Tom Z : 
bg bgt ® dan, 13, Henry Taylor, Esq., Clements- ba Barrister-at- 
iW, 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Messrs. Tortis & Hanpina. 
Leasehold residence, No. 201, Queen’s-road, Dalston ; term 
1862; ground rent, £1 per ann.; let at £82. ~Sold for wits 











Leasehold, 3 dwelling houses, Nos. 1, 2 & 3, Dorset-place, Acre lane, 
Brixton; term ne lel eae ground rent, £8 per ann.; let at £260 


Pinthold Gwettag hoom, with oe pass, 

ing house, 2, Nicholas- Lombard-street; 

let at £45 per ann.—Sold for £ 21130, f -” 

Leasehold residence, No. 21, Woburn: -place, Russell-square; term 84 
years; ground rent, 417 10s., per ann.; let at £90 per ann.—Sold fur 


e720, 
AT GARRAWAY’S. 

Leasehold residence, No. 2, Saint Mark's-crescent, Queen’s-road, Regent’s 
Park; term 99 years, from 1849; ground rent, £7 per ann,; let at £55 
per aun.—Sold for £640. 

Mr, VicEns. 

Freehold house, No. 9, Greville-street, Hatton-garden, estimated value, 
£60 per ann.—Sold for £860. 

By Messrs. Witson & Sconie. 

Leasehold premises, situate No. 114, Leadenhall-street; term 80 years from* 
1846 ; ground rent £32 per ann.; let at £212 per ann.—Sold for £1,620. 

Leasehold dwelling house, No. 17, Carlton-terrace, Kentish-town.—Sold 


for £145, 
eo houses, Nos. 7 & 8 K'ngsland-road; let at £82 per ann.—Sold 





mat pea STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


ae heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
trantrred ee ee ae ey ee Claimants appear 

Corsett, Jamzs, Friday-street, Merchant, Deceased. Two aividdeds o on 
£2,500 Reduced Annuities,—Claimed by Abraham Ther haut 
trator. : 

GaRpneR, Susanna, Banbury, Oxon, Widow, deceased. . £96; 12: 2, New 
£3 per Cents.—Claimed by Thomas Goley, Executor. 

Ruopes, Lyp1a, Gloucester-place, Camden Town, Widow, deceased. £100, 
New vr Certs.—Claimed by William Maxwell, moti executor 
Fb ad muel ‘Noble, deceased, who was sole executor of said Lydia 

Rhodes. 

Ross, Eutzaseta, Old Wendens, near Biggleswade, Beds, Sytnater, de- 
ceased. £173:0: 2, Consols,—Claimed by Eliza Watson, Widow, and 
Clara Ross, Spinster, Executrixes. ; 

Rowvanps, Esrues, Griffin-yard, Southwark, deceased. £100 Consols, 
£100 Reduced Annuities, and £120 Reduced Annuities.—Claimed b 
John David Rowlands, and William Rowlands, Administrators of 
Esther Rowlands. 

Scuwinoz, Hermann, Great Alie-street, Whitechapel, Sugar Baker. £100, 
New £3 per Cents.—Claimed by said H, Schwinge. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Frivay, Jan. 9, 1863. 


Fryer, Merlin, & Geo Ferris nah Attorneys, Solicitors, 
— St. tn amg Devon, (Merlin Fryer & Sobey.) 


e.0"% By 


utual conse! 
Whitley, Edw, ry Benj J. Thomson, Lpool, Solicitors and Attorneys, Jan 
1. By mutual consent. 
Torspax, Jan, 13, 1863. 
Hacknall, Alf, & Langford Wilson, Loughborough, Solicitors, (Hucknall 


& Wilson). Jan 9. By mutual consent. 
betes sh Wm, & Geo Hy Knapp Fisher, Market Harborough, Attorneys 
and Solicitors. Dec 31, By mutual consent. 


@Bindingseup of Point Stock Compantes. 
Fripay, Jan. 9, 1663. . 
Limrrep In CHANCERY. 

Keynsham Blue Lias Lime and Cement Company ( omega ~Petition for 
winding-up, presented Jan 3, will be heard Master of the 
Rolls, on Jan 17, Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry, Rag for petitioner. 

Patent Screwed Boot and Shoe Cennety sent ee for winding- 
Up, presen the Master of the Rolls, on 
Jan 17. Wake & Farnfield, Crooked-lane, Solicitors for petitioner. 

Tourspay, Jan. 13, 1863. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

India and London Life Assurance Company.—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Jan 6, Will be heard Cc. mann es on Jan 23. 
Gibbs & Tucker, Lothbury, Solicitors for petitione 

Waterloo Life, Education, Casualty, and Self Relief aamseanaiae Company . 
—Creditors are, on or before Féb 9, to send their names and dddresses 
and particulars of their debts, and the names and addresses of their 
—, to William Canwell, 11, Old Jewry-chmbrs, the Official Liqui- 


dutor. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faiwar, Jan. 9, 1863, 
Abbott, Edw Se, Portswood, Hants, Esq. Feb18. Coverdale & Co., 


Bedford-ra 
Bloomfield, “Edwin, Gt Glemham, Suffolk, Esy. March 10. Clube, 


F 

Burfield, Rbt Jas, Westbourne-park-rd, Paddington, Gent. Feb9, Smith 
& Son, Barnard’s-inn. 

Cotton, ‘Ann, Cambridge, Spinster. Feb 28. Winter, Cambridge. 

Cowen, Rbt, Carlisle, Esq. March 2. Donald, Carlisle. 


Guy, Hy, Chelmsford, Gent. March 31. Veley, 
— theo Norfolk-crescent, Hyde Park, Esq, Murch 1. Aldridge, 
e- 


Harding Thos, Pilemarsh, Gloucester, Market Gardner. March 2. Hunt, 
Ha: org gg Spencer Donglas, St Svephen’s-crescent, Paddington, 


Gent. Feb 28, Lee & Co., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Lewis, eles Be La mg kenny Feb 14. Pearce, Portsea, 

Heath, Esq. Febi. Shaen & Grant, Ken- 
M os, Stears, Newnham, Farner. Feb 10. Smith, Newnham, 
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Mudge. Eliz, Palestine-pl, Hackney, Spinster. Feb9. Fox & Co., Gres- 
Nelson, Eliz, Aughton, Lancaster, Widow. Feb 10. Marshall & Son, 
East Retford. 
Ouston, Jos Saml, Beverley, and Kingston-upon-Hull, Commission Agent. 
Feb 14. Rollit, Hull. 
Dobinson & 


Tuckey, Wm Alexander, Bermondsey, Surgeon. March 1. 
Fi noaye Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Twiss, Caroline Matilda, Little Shelford, Cambridge, Spinster. Feb 28. 
Winter, Camb: 


ridge. 
Wheatcroft, Nathaniel, Cromford, Derby, Gent. Feb10. Stone, Wirks- 
worth, 


Torspay, Jar. 13, ge 


Affleck, Jas, egy howe Boot Maker. -March 1. Barmer, Lpool. 
Bosworth, sha, Cambridge-pl, Paddington, Butcher, Feb 1. Cooper, 


st, Portman-sq. 
Cooke, John gy Pag, nor » Marylebone, Commander in H.M.’s 
Navy. March 1. Cooke, Serjeant’s-ina, Chancery-lane. 
Collinson, Jos, Brighton, and Walbrook, London, enon. March 2. 
, Church-ct, Old Jewry. 
Dacie, ohn, Exeter, me Feb 9. bye he Exeter. 
Evans, Rehd, formerly of Coleman-st,' London, and late of Stevenage, 


Herts. April 9. Exstlake & Co., Piymouth 
_ Seo, Keabriage, Hants, Commission ‘Agent. March 9. Lomer, 


Linney. ——. Kilburn, Gent. Feb 14. Sweeting, Nicholas-lane. 
Wm Thompson, Leeds, Solicitor. March 10. Dibb & Atkinson, 


Shynn, Saml, ford, Essex, Farmer. Jan §. Stevens & Beaumon 
Copgesball! Basen. : fe 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Prod. 
Farmar, Jan. 9, 1863. 
(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 
Lord, Jas, Higher Holme, Slack, near gg Gent, Jan 19. Sims v. 
Titherington. Registrar’s Office, Preston. 

: Tuespay, Jan. 13, 1863. 
Bancroft, Gilbert, Sinfin, Derby, Farmer. Feb 2, Hague v. Mather, 
V. C. Wood. 


Jackson, Wm John, Strand, Victualler. Feb 5. iy 3g v. Conpnet - M. > 
Thos, Elgin-crescent, Mg gen tundadined the Indian Arm 
Jan 23, Jenkins v. Jenkins, V. C. Stui 
Preston, Rchd, Chulmleigh, Devon, and realy a Bencher of the Hon. Society 
of the Inner Temple. Feb 9. Whyte o. Preston, M.R. 
fase Edw, King-st, Covent Garden, Gent. Feb7. Holthouse v. Tear, 


, Assiguments for BeneGit of Creditors. 
Toxspay, Jan 13, 1863. 
— Wm, Whitby, Coal Merchant. Dec 19. Gray & Pannett, 
y- 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farivar, Jan. 9, 1663. 


Billingsley, Chas, Manch, Traveller. Dec 18. Asst. 
Chadwick, Edmund, Rochdale, Plumber and es Sg 15. Cony. 


cone Nap A egwia Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Boot Maker. Decll. Assmmnt. 


mas Hastings, Widow, Innxeeper. Dec 10. Ass. red Jan 7. 
Merthyr, Draper.. Dec 12, Cony. Reg Jan 8 
cri 3 Thorne St Margaret, Somerset, Yeoman. Dec 15. Asst. 


ro Ly Toh Birm, Grocer. Dec 12. Assnmnt, ms yr 7. 
Hateh, Thos, & Sami Hall, Blackley, Silk Dyers. Dee 26. Ass. Reg Jan 7. 
Hubbell, A Vine-ct, » Shirt Manufacturer. Dec 12. Comp. 


Dec 16. Asst. Reg Jan 7. 


Straus, Daniel, Mark-lane, Corn Me: Asst. Reg J 
so bee Cha = 2 gna Artificial Flower Manufacturer. 


ara hd, Ventnon Isle Isle a Wight, Draper's Assistant. Dec 17. Conv. 
Jan 7, 
n, oe mn Fisherman. Dec 12. -Conv. Reg Jan8. 
m Rycroft, Blackburn, Tobacconist. Dec 12. Ass. Reg Jan 7. 
Tompax, Jan. 13, 1863. 
Spinner. Dec 17. Asst. Reg Jan 12. 
wer Sloane-st, Middx, Grocer. Dec 22, Comp 


Reg 9. 
Beyme, Carl August, Cardiff, Ship Chandler. Dee 16. Asst. Reg Jan 12- 
J Innkeeper. Jan 8, Comp. Reg Jan 9. 
wsworth, Chester, Bone Size 


Dyson, 

F Edw, Confectioner. 3 
Sounan iden, Poughi, De Devon, Buteher. ‘Dec 17. Asst. Reg Jan 12 
bg John Thos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Stationer. Dec 18. Comp. 


eum holy 98 
Laceman. Dec 13. Asst. Reg Jan 9. 
Whitechapel, Stay Manufacturer. Dec 12. 


Jan 8. Asst. Reg Jan 12. 

* Dee 18. Asst. Reg Jan 13. 
ohnson, Jas, Birm, teks taker” Dec 16. . ne ae ie 
iN , & Septimus Joyce, Bath, Public Accountants. Dec 11, Asst. 

jan 9. 


, John, Oldham, Grocer. Dec 13. Asst. Jan 10, 
Smith, Anthony, Branigton, Chester, 16, Asst. Reg 


Vincent, Barnsley, Stonemason. Dec 15. 
Wheeler, Joo, West Guwes, Baker, Dee 17, Conv. ag % 





Williams, Jas, Crediton, Innkeeper. Dec 16. Asst. Reg Jan 12. 
Wright, Jas, Lombard-st, Tailor. Dec 19. Comp. Reg Jan 9, 


Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Jan, 9, 1863. 
To Surrender in London, 
Angee, Gee Geo, Plumstead, Engineer. Pet Jan6. Jan 20 at 3.. Hughes, 
oolwi: 
Acombe, Geo, Windsor-ter, Va Sag Hat Manufacturer. Pet Jan 5 (for 
pau). Jan 22 at 11.30, Aldri 
Barker, Wm Nathan, Shenfeld, fs Essex, Bootmaker. Pet Jang. Jan 22 
atil. Preston & eee Gresham-st. 
Borer, Jno Menzie, Caroline: ph Revere: -hill, Cheesemonger. Pet 
Jan 5 (for pau.) Jan 27 at 
Begg yy . PetJan 5. Jan 20 at 


jo, Robt, Higham Pens Northampton, Farmer. Pet Jan 5. 
20 at 12. Kingdon & Williams, Lawrence-lane. a- 
Clayton, Jno, William-st, Commercial-rd, East, Cab Proprietor. Pet Jan 
5. Jan 20 at3. Beard, B: 
Pe; don, Holborn-bars, Shoe Warehouseman. PetJan5. Jan 27 at.1. 
enderson, Leadenhall-st 
Eilts Jno, ag Brixton, Builder. Pet Jan 5 (for pau.) Jan 27 at 
11, Aldridge & Bromley. 
, Thos, Cuaron nr Dover, out of business. PetJan6. Jan 97 at 
Chipperfield, Trinity-st. 
Fowine, Win iy R, New-cross, Builder, Dec 31. Jan 27at 12. Stopher & 
Hatten, Wm, ‘Twickenhans, Builder, Pet Jan7. Jan 22 at 11, Billing, 
Chapel- pl, Poultry. 
Hawkes, Thos, Fassett-sq, Dalston, Banker's Clerk. Pet Jan6. Jan 27 
atll. Holt, Quality-court. 
Hussey, Hy, Union-sq, Horsem -lane, out of business. Pet Jan 7, 
Jan 27 a 1. Juckes, Basinghall-st 
Joh nson, Hy, Liverpool-st, London, Estate Agent. Pet Jan5. Jan 27 at 
Keceale, Onee susan Sabet Hildrop-cres, Camden- Soap 
ottula, stantine - 
facturer. Pet Jan 2. Jan 27 at 12. Hillyer & Fenwick, i 3 
Lambert, Elizabeth Ann, Widow. Wellington-st, Cam » Out of busi- 
mss. Pet Jen5. Jan 20 at 12. beseng Trinity-sq. 
Lamprell, Jas, Clerkenwell-green, ouse Keeper, Pet Jan5. Jan 
Tatli. Drew, New Basinghall- 
Lea, Geo, Gloucester-ter, Camberwell, Patent Medicine Vendor, Pet Jan 
5 (for pau.) Jan 27 at 11.- Aldridge. 
Marsh, Jno Rchd, Perceval-st, Middx, Saddler. Pet Jan6. Jan 27 at 12 
Beano bree we, North Audley-st, Livery Stable Keeper. Pet 
y, Jno, "s-mews, at, Jan 
5. Jan 27 at II. “Lewis, Gt Marlborough-et- 
O’Connor, Bartholomew, West-st, Pimlico, Sand Merchant. Pet Dec 31. 
Jan 20 atl. Peckham, Ludgate-st. 
Palmer, Thos, Penge, Surrey, and Hoxton, Plumber. Pet Jan6. Jan 
27 at 12. Angell, King-st. 
Petrie, Geo, St. James-ter, Hackney, Butcher. Pet Jan6. Jan 20 at 1. 
Forbes & Horwood, Warnford-court. 
Pooley, Rbt, Ipswich, Dealer in Toys. Pet Jan5. Jan 20at 1. Mackeson 
& Goldring, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Robinson, Wm Ry. Soutbemeten. Draper. Pet Dec 30. Jan 25 at 3, 
Davidson & Co, Basinghall-st. 
fezie, Bes, Rbt, Littleport, Isle of Ely, Farmer. Pet Jan 5. Jan 20 at 2. Shume 
Crossman, King’s-road. 
Wm, fe Od fe Clerkenwell, Cheesemonger. Pet Jan 3, 
Jan 20 at2. Hare, O} 


Stacey, Imac Jas, Queen'ster, West Croydon, Grocer, Pet Jan 5. Jen 
27 at ll. Hill, Basinghal 
To net in the Country. 
_ radford, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 6. Bradford, Jan 20 at 
10. 30. HI 
Beer, Jno Sami, Devon port, Butcher. Pet Jan 5. Exeter, Jan 24 at 12.30, 


, Exeter. 
Bra: , Rehd, Millbrook, Cornwall, wright, Pet Jan 5. East Stonehouse 
Jon 21.a¢ 11. ‘Edmonds & Sons, . 
Drow, Hy Brin ep lke ono Pet Jan 5, Stourbridge, Feb 2 at 
2 
leckare Bae Tee Lpool, Grocer. Pet Jan 6. Lpool, Jan 23 at ll. Hus- 
band, 
Campbell, , Leonard, Ht , Hulme, Surveyor’s Clerk. Pet Jan 7. Mane, Jan 26 
at 9.30. Sale 
Cooper, Thos, Barrow, go poy Remecerd Pet Jan 8. Bury St Edmund’s, 
Jan 2 at 10. Salmon, Bury St Edmund,s. 
ig tag onl Bolton, tegubene. Pet Jan 5. Bolton, Jan 21 at 10 
dge, ton 
Benj, Birm, Hosier. Pet Jan 5. Birm, Jan 23 at 12. Jaques, 


Birm. 

Davey, Thos, Lewes and Eastbourne Printer. Pet Jan 1. Lowes, Jan 14. 
at 10. Goodman, Brighton. 

Gillespie, Rbt, Merthyr pong Travelling Draper. Pet Jan 5. Merthyr 
Tydfil, Jan 2! at 11. Merthyr Tydfil. 

Harris, Wm, TE po Parnes g Carpenter. Pet Jan 6. Winch- 
comb, Jan 21 at 10. Boodle, Cheltenham 

Hollander, Geo Reuben, Coventry, Wateh Mannfactarer. Pet Jan 6. 
Birm,Jan 26 at 12. Samuel, and Smith, Birm. 

Huntington, Mary, & Ellen Hu ington, Lpool, Earthenware Dealers. Pet 
Jan 8. Lpool, Jan 20 at 3. Big me 

Jarrett, Francis ag Sosa, Supers Pet Jan 5. Ports- 

Fag anig tog Cousins, Port 
ing, os, & Rbt Varvill, Lpool, 

Lpoai Jan 23 at at 11. Co, Lpool. 

by stemenh. Geo ion aah y Picture Dealer. Pet Dee 31. Durham, Jan 
21ati2. Th & Lisle, Durham. 

Lawson, Willmatt, Boivcig’ dommes Confectioner. Pet Jan 3. Newton-Abbot, 
Jan 20 at 11, 

walle dun Wieden doaweont, Scietebnetiben, Pet Jan 5, “Chard 
chad, ag Paull, Iiminster. Pay ea 

as, Kingswinford, Charter Master. i* Birm, 

at 12. Collis, Stourbridge, mits! 
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Pony, Hugh Booth, Henley, Stafford, Flint Grinder. Pet Jan 3, Birm, 
Jan 19 at 12, Tennant, Hanley, and Smith, Birm. 

Pitman, Joseph, Taunton, Painter, Pet Jan2 (for pau.) Jan 23 at 12 
Reed, Bridgwater. 

Reynolds, Chas, Hulme, Manch, Gentleman. 
atil. Hewitt, Manch. 

Simm . Thos, West Hoath:y, Sussex, Builder. Pet Jan 7. East Grinstead, 
Jan 22 at 11. Goodman, Brighton. 

Smith, Jno, Beswick, Manch, out of business. Pet Jan6. Manch, Jan 26 
at 9.30. Fietcher, Manch. 

Smith, Thos, Broomsgrove, Baker. Pet Jan 5. Birm, Jan 19at 12. James 
& Knight, Birm. 

Storey, Edmund, & David Haigh, Halifax, Curriers. Pet Jan 5. Leeds. 
Jan 26atii. Norris & Foster, Halifax, and Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Taylor, Hy, Sheffield, Architect. Pet Jan 8. Sheffield, Jan 28 at 2 
Chambers & Waterhouse, Sheffield. 

Waterhonse, Thos Poole, St Helens, Lancstr, Draper. Pet Jan 5. Lpool, 
Jan 23 at 12. Darnton, Wigan. 

Weldycz, de, Arthur Sylvester, Manch, Professor of Languages. Pet Jan 7. 
Manch, Jan 30 at 12. Hankinson, Manch. 

Williams, Jas, Calf-heath, Wolverhampton, Labourer. Pet. 
hampton, Jan 19at12, Underhill, Wolverhampton. 

Williamson, Wm, Dalston, Cumberland, Innkeeper, Pet Dec 29. New- 
a Jan 23 at 12. Wright, Carlisle, and Hoyle, Newcastle- 

upon-Tyne 


Wood, Jos, King-cross, Halifax, Cartwright. Pet Jan 7. Halifax, Jan 23 


at 10. Norris & Foster, Halifax. 
Woodhouse, Benj, Duffield, Derby, Miller. Pet Dec 30. Beboen, 56h 21 
Pet Jan 5. Nottingham, 


Pet Jan6. Manch, Jan 27 


Wolver- 


at il. Leech, Derby. 
Wootton, Chas, Old Basford, Notts, Victualler. 
Jan 20 at 11. Parsons, Nottingham. 
TvuesDAr, Jan. 13, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 
Barker, Isaac, Bruges-ter, Stepney, Dealer in Building Materials. 
Jan 9. Feb3at12, Hill, Basinghall-st. 
Board, Charles Thomas, and John Ivimy, and not Irving as before adver- 


Pet 


tised. 

Cadby, Geo Fredk, Canonbury-sq, Middx, out of business. Pet Jan 8. Jan 
27 at 2. Stoddart, Stepney. 

Clark, Wm Jas, Barking, Essex, Wheelwright. Pet Jan5. Jan 29 at 11. 
Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Collier, Rehd Nelson, Old Brompton, Chatham, Clerk in Chatham Dock- 
yard. Pet Jan9.. Jan 27 at 2, Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Cooper, Jacob, Harmood-st, Hampstead-rd, Middx, Dairyman. Pet Jan 
9, Jan 27 at2. Dobson, Adelphi. 

Pet Jan 7. 


Edwards, Wm Milne, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. Jan 27 at 
Heath, Rehd, Brighton, Corn Dealer. Pet Jan 8. Jan 29 at 11, 


Goodman, 
Brighton. 
Kimpton, Thos Yale, Hertford, Surveyor. PetJan7. Jan 27 at 1. Mason & 
Co, Gresham-st. 
Maskell, Joseph, New North-rd, Middx, Milliner. PetJan7. Jan 27 at2. 
Peverley, Coleman-st. 
Miles, Hy, Liverpool-rd, Middx, out of employ. Pet Jan 10 (for pau.) Jan 
29 at il. Aldridge. 
Mortimore, Geo, Church-st, Chelsea, Baker. 
Reed & Reed, Guildhall-chambers, 
Osborne, Geo Alexander, Bartholumew-close, Cap and, Bonnet Manufactu- 
rer. PetJan6. Jan27at2. Wells, Moorgate-st. 
Pearce, Francis, St, John’s-rd, Deptford, out of business. Pet Jan2. Jan 
27 atl. Drew, New Basinghall st. 
Peet, Thos, Thomas-st, Oxford-st, Publican, Pet Jan 8. Jan 27 at 1. John- 
son, Arundel-st. Strand. 
Pineger, Rchd, Merton-rd, Wandsworth, out of business. Pet Jan 9 (for 
pau.) Jan 27 atl. Aldridge. 
Robinson, Alf, Dover-rd, Surrey, Gent. Pet Jan8. Jan 27 at 12. Ped- 
dell, 
Robinson, Wm Hy. Southampton, Draper. Pet Déc 30. Jan 27 at 2. 
Davidson & Co., hali-st. 
Roth, John, Barbican, Cap Manufacturer. Pet Jan 7. 
Murray, Gt St. Helen's. 
Taylor, Wm, Commercial-rd East, Middix, Cab Driver. Pet Jan8. Jan 
27 at 1. Juckes, Basinghall-st. 
Vaile, Wm Straford, Uxbridge, Newspaper Reporter, Pet Jan8. Jan 27 
at 12. Doyle, Verulam-bidgs, Gray’s-inn, and Smith, Reading. 
Webster, Adam Brugh, Kennington-oval, Commission Traveller. Pet 
Jan 10, Jan27 at i. | Bickley, King Wifliam-st. 
—— John Wright, Cambridge, Butcher. Pet Jan9. Jan 27 at 11. 
Eyre & Lawson, Bedford-row. 
Winchester, John, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Plumber. PetJan8, Jan 27 at 2. 
Voules, Gresham-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
“> "4 ohn, Normanby, Builder. Pet Jan 8. Leeds, Jan 26 at 11. Mason, 
ork. 
Allinson, Geo, Barkston Ash, York, Blacksmith. Pet. Tadcaster, Jan 
26at2. Harle, Leeds. 
Alway, — Bristol, Victualler. Pet Jan 7. Bristol, Jan 30at 12. Ayre. 
Amb: ag Jas, Leeds, Railway Guard. Pet Jan 7. Leeds, Jan 27 at |. 


Harle, Leeds. 

antelift” Robt Johnson, Gringley-on-the-Hill, Nottingham, Hawker. Pet 
Jan 10, thee Retford, Jan 28 at 10. Marshall, Retford. 

Atkinson, Thi bonny re hag babocmmg gare Pet.Jan6. Durham, Jan 26 
at 12, Thompson & Lisle, Durham. 

Balaam, Thos, Ipswich, Dealer in Coal, Pet Jan 7, Ipswich, Jan 22 at 
ll. Moore, Ipsw' 

mee, Thos, Darlaston, Staffordshire, Beer Seller. Pet. Walsall, Jan 27 

Watson, Westbromwich., . 

Ball, gs Carlisle, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 8, Carlisle, 
Wannop, Carlisle, 

Bex, Wm, Brighton. Dec 18. 

ton. 


2. Lawrence & Co, Bread-st. 


Pet Jan 8. Jan 27 atl. 


Jan 27 at 11. 


Jan 20 at 12. 
Brighton, Jan 28 at 11. Goodman, 


Brigh: 
Blackburn, William, Wath-upon-Dearne, Butcher. Pet Jan 9. Sheffield, 


Jan 26.at 10, Binney, Sheffield. 
Blackman, Hy, Southampton, Baker. Pet Jan 6. Southampton, Feb 4 at 
Brice Jomph. Bate a 
ice, Joseph, Badcocks, Frome, Baker. Pet Jan 9. Bristol, Jan 28 at 
1}, Bevan & Co, Bristol, 





Conlenn, Matthew, Hexham, Butcher. 
11, Taylor, Hexham. 

Cox, Fredk, Inkpen, Berks, Tailor. 
il. Cava, Newbury. 

= Thos, Dudley, Stationer. Pet Jan9. Birm,Jan 30at12. Smith, 


Pet Jan 7. Hexham, Jan 24 at 
Pet Jan 10. HangerforJ, Jan 28 at 


Pet Jan 6. Stowmarket, 
Pet Jan 3. 
Pet Jan 6. Barnstaple, Jan 26 at 


Pet Jan 8. Knaresborough, Jan 
Forster, John, Toxteth-park, Liverpool, Grocer. Pet Jan 7. Liverpool, 
Jan 23 at 1. Pemberton, Liverpool 
ey m, Stafford, Printer. Pet Jan 8. Stafford, Jan 30 at il. Bowen, 
rd, 


Pet Jan 6. Northallerton, Jan 
Griffin, Geo Wm, St. Helen’s, Lancaster, Hatter. Pet Jan 9. Liverpool, 
Jan 27 at 11. Evans & Co, Liverpool. 
ane, David, Walsall, Saddler. Pet. Walsall, Jan 27 at 11. — 
Valsall. 
Griffiths, Saml, Wolverhampton, Iron Manufacturer. Pet ‘hug 27. 
Birm, Jan 28 at 12. Price, Stourbridge, and aan & Co, Birm. 
Hamlet, John, Lichfield, Stonemason. Pet Jan 9. Lichfield, Jan 23 at 


. Dingnan, Walsall. 
Hardon, Edwin, peng «he — Agent. Pet Jan 8. Manch, Jan 
Bolton, 


ico Fredk, Stowmarket, Fishmonger. 
Jan 29 at 2. Fuller, Stowmarket. 

Dunderdale, Wm, Liverpool, Timber Merchant. 
Jan 27 at ll. Duke. 

Edwards, Jane, Barnstaple, Draper. 
12. Bencraft, Barnstaple. 

Ellis, Wm, Knaresborough, Butcher. 
24 at 10: Harle, Leeds. 


Liverpool, 


Gowland, Geo, Northallerton, Farmer. 
22 atl. Harle, Leeds. 


27 at 11. Cooper & Son, Manch 
Hargreaves, Hen Wm, Bolton, Draper's Assistant. Pet Jan 10. 
Jan 28 at 10. Richardson, Bolton. 
Pet Jan 7. Birm, Jan 


Pet Jan 9. 





Haynes, Wm, Hinckley, Leicestershire, Milliner. 
26 at 12. James & Co, Birm. 

Hayward, Richd, Dawley, Salop, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet Jan 6. Madeley, 
Feb 14 at 12. Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Hooper, Geo, Droitwich, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 9, Birm, Jan 26 at 12. 
James & Co, Birm. 

Leicester, John, Hulme, Manch, Warehouseman. Pet Jan 9. Salford, 
Jan 24 at 10, Seddon, Manch. 

Lloyd, David, Machin, Monmouthshire, Tailor. Pet Jan 3. Bristol, Jan 
23 at 11. Prideaux, Bristol. 

Lockwood, Thos Joshua, Sheffield, Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 9. Shefficld, 
Jan 26 at 10. Parker & Son, Sheffield. 

Marklew, John, Ogley Hay, Staffordshire, Victualler. Pet Jan 9. Lich- 
field, Jan 23 at 12 Beaton. Birm, 

Marsh, John, Salford, Lodge Keeper. Pet Jan 9. Salford, Jan “4 at 10, 
Stiles, Manch, 

McAdam, Robt Kilby, Wakefield, out of business. Pet Jan 9. Wakefield, 
Jan 24 at 11. Mason, and Janson & Banks, Wakefield. 

McKnight, Robt Alex, Liverpool, Victualler, Pet Jan 9. Liverpool, Jan 
27 at 11. Harris, Liverpool. 

Michell, Hen, Probus, Cornwall, Miller, Pet Jan9. Exeter, Jan 28 at 
12. Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Mills, Jas, Prestwich, Lancaster, Commercial Traveller, Pet Jan 6. 
Salford, Jan 24. at 10. Heald, Manch. 

Moore, Thos, South Shore, Lancashire, Beer Seller. PetJan8. Poulton, 
Jan 28 at 12. Brierley, Blackpool. 

ko Saml Brain, Bristol, Grocer, Pet Jan 8. Bristol, Jan 30 at 12. 

er, 

Pullinger, John Marvin, Birm, Railway Clerk. Pet Jan 8. Birm, Feb 2 
at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Rogers, Wm, Altrincham, Chester, Grocer. Pet Jan 8. Manch, Jan 27 
at il. Withlow, Manch. 

Rowe, Jas, Hulme, Manch, House Agent. Salford, Jan 24 at 
10. Taylor, Manch. 

Simm, John (and not Simon, as advertised in last Tuesday’s Gazette), 

Simpson, John, Liverpool, ne Traveller. Pet Jan 10, itcaied, 
Jan 27 at 3. Etty, Liverpoo 

Sixsmith, —_ Salford, iow ‘Seller. Pet Jan 8. Salford, Jan 24 at 30. 
Stiles, Ma anch 

Solloway, Edwd, Stafford, Clicker. Pet Jan 10. Stafford, Jan 30 at 11. 
Hinds, Stafford. 

Sutton, John, Leicester, = Farmer. Pet Jan 9. Nottingham, Jan 27 
at i. Haxley, Leiceste: 

Taylor, Robt, Chesterfield, , aa Painter. Pet Jan 9. Chesterfield, Jan 
47 at 11. Cuth, Chesterfi eld. 

Tarner, The Rev Chas, Clerk, Leamington. PetJan10. Birm, Jan 26 at 
12, Haynes & Moore, Warwick, and James & Co, Birm, 

Webber, Richd, Chulmleigh, Devonshire, Batcher. Pet Jan 7. South 
Molton, Jan 26at 10. Shapland, South Molton. 

Wharam, Daniel, Kingston-upon-Hull, Victualler. Pet Jan 5, Hull, Jan 
19 at Ll, Chester, Hull, 

Wiggins, Fredk Colthurst, Nottingham, Printer. Pet Jan 10. Notting. 
ham, Jan 27 at il. Danks, Nottingham. 

Yates, Richd, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Beer Seller. Pet Jan 8. Black- 
burn, Jan 26 at 1. Clough, Blackburn. 

Young, Jas, Manch, out of business, Pet Jan 9. Manch, Jan 27 at 12. 
Higson & Robinson, Manch. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faiway, Jan, 9, 1863. 
Little, Archibald, Purfleet Wharf, Blackfriars, Lime Merchant. Jan 8. 
Turner, Marcus Wm, Brighton. Jan 7. 
ToEspay, Jan. 13, 1863, 
Hambidge, Wm, Gt Warley, near Brentwood, out of business. Jan 10, 
BANKRUPICIES I IN IRELAND, 

— gee Ballinacrusha, Cork, Builder, To surrender Jan 20 
a eb 6, 

Ennis, Patrick, Wellington-qua , and Capel-st, Dublin, Hotel-keeper. 
surrender oe 20 and F a aki a » 

Power, Jos Nicholas, 4. Hl Waterford, Farmer. To surrender 
20 and Feb 6, : 1 

Tk ee Newtownforbes, Longford, Groger. To surrender Jan 20 








